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HFT II—TJPm—3 HR-TSfa ( il ) 

PART II—Section—3 Sub-section (ii) 

TTT77TTTTH>TT% *taicitiT (T8TT MmeiH *hl ) gm 'Jiifi Roo, TlinhfaeF 3TT^7T 3 ^Vt 3TftttL r <’H'i 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) 


fsrffcr jrftr^rrtT ifaiMH 

(fttftiRmfffcrwr) 

(■sntear^'mn) 

29 3##, 1997 

HTT.3TT. 1251.—%TfafaTH, 1956 %‘PPTR 6 % 

3 WT RTfaRTTTt £RT HI TJHRT # #Ttft t fa ?ft tfHR ^RTR #1# 
^TTh^T, 3 RHR HlfaHiTTt HTt RRH fwi % faHR 4 % 3T#R t^T 
3TTRHR |TT HRT % fall fan t fa Rl) (RTR ifal) 3 

®T*ITil4 HR% % fan Rfat % HR ^ faffat RT fa# # RRTR 

3faar |TT 7 JHrt % sr+wn % #hi far % ‘‘far faffar hr #: 

T TTTT fan ^ 1 

[TT.RRt 5(l09)/97-^nffaT] 
H# #■ 'fa. TTWT 7/i 

3TRT fafa TRTTIRTR 

MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE 
(Department of Legal Affairs) ' 

(Judicial Section) 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 29th April, 1997 
S.O. 1251.- —Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 


Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Krishna Kumar Johri, Pleader 
for appointment as a Notary to practise in Pilibhit (U.P.) 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said per¬ 
son as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the under¬ 
signed within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(109)/97-Judl.] 
N. C. JAIN, Competent Authority & 
Addl, Legal Advisor 

<Rifact>, edich faHTTHTT #T ifai faund 

(trot yfaajnii fawn) 

R^ fa#, 25 arfar, 1997 

HR 3TT. 1252.—%## 7TTHTR LfaSKI %£ HfaHT #faT, 
1973 (1974 HU STfVrffaPTTT. 2) Hft HKT 24 fat RRHRT (8) ’SRI 
"ST^rT sjifaiMl HR RH# rt# 'JR # #. WRT, 3TRT fafa TTcniHTK, 
%## 3T#HH ^jt) fa) fa# faftR jf#T THTRRT £RT faHR«l 
tHTHIR#' % #THH HTH# Tl<qfT fa# TFR 3THHT TTH TfaT #1 far 
RT TJRfaf HTTT % HRHH RTRI# f, ^ fafa URT THTfa faTtajui 
3THHT 3TH# #1HR# 3 |R HTH# Tt HJ’JjT Rfafaftf'R# 
3THHT 3RH fa# % TTHlcR % faR fa^lR elfa 3Tf#TfaRT % T^R 

^rf^RTTRR#t I 

[TT.—225/1/97-R. #. #.-II] 
iftfal, 3TRTTTfaR 
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MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC 
GRIEVANCES AND PENSION 
(Department of Personnel and Training) 

New Delhi, the 25th April, 1997 
S.O. 1252.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (8) of section 24 of the Code of Criminal Proce¬ 
dure, 1973 (Act No. 2 of 1974), the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri C. Sahay, Additional Legal Adviser, 
Central Bureau of Investigation as Special Public Prosecutor 
for the conduct of cases instituted by Delhi Special Police 
Establishment in the trial courts and appeals/revisions or other 
matters arising out of these cases in revisional or appellate 
courts established by Law in any State or Union Territory 
which the provision of the aforesaid section apply. 


# fat#, 25 ## 1997 

2F1. 311. 1254*’—Lk'^k 9faJJRT r * 1* wffaqi tlfarll, 
1973 (1974 93 ###9 FT. 2) # 9RT25 fa T9VRJ (1 fa URT 
93tT ^ifoKi^fl 93 ufad ^ ^ fal. le-tN'i fat 9Kti % ffafa 
TP9 3T*FH #1 ipq f# 9T 9TTT % 34# W^^l% f, 
fa nfautfa -qiqitid) % fat# fq# tjf#T WT93T ski WR-*1cl 

9ffa# HIM fa fa ffafat 9T9fa 3T99T 'ETTRTTf fa # 93 fffalffR 
9# fa #fa3 fa f#r WRRF fafa 3rffafafa*F, fa#9 3#99T 
®<jO 9,# ft I 

[Tt. 225/6/97-fafa.#.-lI] 

ffR faff, 3RT ## 


[No. 225/1/97-AVD. II] 
HARI SINGH, Under Secy. 


# ffa#, 25 3rteT, 1997 

wr. 3iT. 1253 .—fa#9 ttufr ifd^gKi fas 9ffa9i faf#, 

1973 (1974 93 ##199 fa. 2) fat fan 24 fat'aff'h'Rl (8) ffRl 

artrtfjR #94ii{l 93 fafa ffafat fat tt^t 31991 fa9 TP9 # fa 
fan i r ■'jrtw 9 rt# % ■3999 wr^fftfa f, f#K r) i '-qwieraf fa 
fas# fa# fafani wi99T set fafam ■9T9#ffmfafa5RT'Wi1faT 

YRtejoi 9991 3rtrtr fa -59 919 # fa art#/ 

'H/TfassT 0 !) 319913F9 (fa# fa"fa4l<39 Ifa Itriu, #H4fa4i 

fa 99 fa 91# t : 

(1) fa ff#9 33113 fafafft 

(2) fafa9R991ffe# 

[#H 225/1/97-9;. fa. #.-11] 
cR Riff, 3T9T #99 


New Delhi, the 25th April, 1997 

S.O. 1253. —-In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (8) of section 24 of the Code of Criminal Proce¬ 
dure, 1973 (Act, No. 2 of 1974), the Central Government 
hereby appoints the following prosecuting officers of the 
Central Bureau of Investigation as Special Public Prosecutor 
for the conduct of cases instituted by Delhi Special Police 
Establishment in the trial courts and appeals/revisions or other 
matters arising out of these cases in revisional or appellate 
courts established by Law in any State or Union Territory to 
which the provision of the aforesaid section apply. 

(1) Shri Harbans Lai Chopra 

(2) Sh. Shankar Prasad Tanti 


[No. 225/1/97-AVD.II] 
HARI SINGH, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 25th April, 1997 
S.O. 1254. —In exercise o. owers conferred by 
sub-section (1 -A) of section 25 of the Cl 0 -fa' Criminal Pro¬ 
cedure, 1973 (Act No. 2 of 1974), the Central Government 
hereby appoints Sh. S. Natarajan, as Assistant Public Pros¬ 
ecutor, Central Bureau of Investigation for the purpose of 
conducting any case or class of cases in the courts of Magis¬ 
trates instituted by Delhi Special Police Establishment be¬ 
fore the courts of Magistrates in any State or Union Terri¬ 
tory of India to which the provision of the aforesaid section 
apply. 

[No. 225/6/97-AVD.-1IJ 
HARI SINGH, Under Secy. 

###, 2,8 artVT, 1997 

931, 3TT. 1255.—39S fafapt fafffnT, 1973 (1974 93 2 ) 
# RRT24#T9 9RI (8) %5RT999fafalfa 9399199#^Tt, 
4i-s0'-t Lh^r, y/irtKi fq# -'-u-mfafa, 3 # S9i<l fat# 

fa P. fa. # ifa 399 fa [q<.fi fat# fantlq #3U 9*9931 % 
fart# 919131 wn 1 9/92 9, fat. ^.-4 3 ###3 93 TNM3 
tfafa 9## 93#Tfft 9R3 fatj fa fa. 93. 71# #99991, fae# 
fa) ffa# fafar #*#991 fa 99 fa f#9tl 91# f I 

[1#TT 225/4/97-9,fa.#--II] 

fffa faff, 3RR #99 


New Delhi, the 28lh April, 1997 
' S.O. 1255. —In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Code ot Criminal Proce¬ 
dure, 1973 (Act No.2 of 1974), the Central Government Vide 
order dated 20-3-47 hereby appoints Shri K. N. Sharma, Ad¬ 
vocate, Delhi as Special Public Prosecutor for conducting 
the prosecution and related proceedings of the Delhi Special 
Police Establishment Regular Case No. l(A)/92-ACU (IV) 
State Vs. A. K. Jain and others, in the court of Special Judge, 
Tis Hazari, Delhi. 

[No. 225/4/97-AVD-II] 
11ARI SINGH, Under Secy. 
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F^ ftevfl, 29 F$FT, 1997 

FIT. FT. 1256.—isfl'T FTFTTT, ffcvfl fFffF ^fcTTrl TFFTF, 
aiMwi, 1946(1946 FIT 25) FT) FTTT 6 % FTF FfeiT, FTTT 5 Fft 
FFFTTT (1 ) 'SRT TIFF FlfalFf FTT FFtF FTT^ 3TTTF 77TFTJT 5TTT 
FlfdftFTTT (F) fFFFTFf) SlftRJFFT F. Ft. FF. F.-171/96-32F 
cTRtTF23-10-1996^F^WRfiTftFTFTtFFF7fft7TT1860 (1860 
FF 3TfafFFF FT. 45) Fit FTTT 302 % 3lF)F F^ftF FWfl ^ $ft 
WT ^JFIT FRT, FFFTK Ftr FFTTTfFF, FFTF Frf%TFTTT FFTF 7TfFftT 
FrtFKtTF 17-5-1996 F?T 3-00 F^t 3TFTT^ F FTF 37FF TJTTtfa 
[FEJIMF, TIFFT!' Ml 1 ! tJFTTT^) % ytw HR % wiH") FTFT III % 
fFFTFf 3TFf 3TFFTFTFF ?ft illgtl HTF%FTF [qsuFF F FTE7 FTT 
®t, f^F F£T% Fft F^ FFFtt TJTFT F FFf*TF FF FTFTTT 4i<HlA 
FHT, TJFTFTFt 3TTTF F FFF ^fTIFT fFlPf FT. 207/96 % 3TFtF 
TfFF^tsfiTT %, 3jFT FfSra FTFTTFt Ft FFf F FT 3*1$ FFFF M^ci, 
F^FF 3fFF^FFTF^‘F«^^3^]F#fFI^t^#Ti^i(?K 
% a^stiF F fFTFT FFT FT f^FT_ FF, FTt^ 3RT 3TF7TF Ft SF^Fnj % 
ffFF [evpfl [s^H ‘■jft'iF FIFR % TTct+FfF?t V1 T'+ci<n1 3?R STftTFFftFT 
FF fFTdk F’F'f 3TFF TDF ff FvTcff % I 

[TRsFT 228/l9/97-F.Ft.^t.-II] 
Hfft fFlT, 3TF7 FfFF 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 29th April, 1997 

S.O. 1256.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 6 of the Delhi 
Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Act No. 25 of 1946), 
the Central Government with the consent of the State Gov¬ 
ernment of Assam Political (A) Department Notification No. 
PI.A-17I/96/32-A dated 23-10-1996, hereby extends the 
powers and jurisdiction of the members of the Delhi Special 
Police Establishment to the whole of the State of Assam for 
the investigation of the offences punishable under section 302 
of the Indian Penal Code, 1860 (Act No. 45 of 1860) of Case 
FIR NO. 207/96 registered at Chandmari Police Station, 
Guwahali, Assam relating to the killing of Sri Parag Kumar 
Das. Journalist and General Secretary, Manav Adhikar 
Sangram Samitee infront of the main gate of Assam Jatiya 
Vidyalaya, Rajgarh Road, Guwahati while he was coming 
out from the Bidyalaya with his minor son Shri Rohit Das, a 
student of Class 111 in the broad day light on 17-05-1996 at3 
P.M. and attempts abetments and conspiracies in relation to 
or in connection with the aforesaid offences and any other 
offence/offences committed in the course of same transac¬ 
tion or arising out of the same fact or facts. 

[No. 228/19/97-AVD-II] 
HARl SINGH, Under Secy. 


Pan 

( tmiw fFvrm) 

TMiffit (t£4 ) FIT ctimfeiti 

FTFTFTFT, 14 FRFft, 1997 
3TmFtT 

FF. 3TT. 1257. — Tt4'HTFk IJ i Fit un<TSKl TjfFa PtFI Fldl't' 
f^T Pl^RnRaF TRUTH FF, 3TTFFTT 3TftiPl 4 lH, 1961 F>t RTF 35 Fit 
FFRRT (1) % ta u -s (iii) Ft ffTF aTTFFTT [h 4F % PtFF 6 % 
F#T fFfpTT FTftTHTpft HRT FFT FT'‘FtFH’’% tM 

% STFlF 3RJFTfHH fFTFT FFT t : — 

(i) F'ldl ST^TTFTFFFFt % feiu 3RTF T-R4II F%FT Tty'll I 

(ii) FIT TUFF) TtsiifnHT 3TJTTFTF TTFFt FldtFFFFTFlffiF 
fFFT°T FFTFT fqrilF "Epf % fcTtT FT^FT "^T 31 F^ 
TIFT TTfFF, %rfFFT F 'vflrilfT r+, arj^tfR f^FTF, 
iflfJtPlFil FFF, FFfRfl ffe, F^ f^T^ft-110016 
ft) ^fTft, attr 

(iii) FIT FT^FT % 31 STF^FT TTFT ^T3T-Fftf^RT FlftFT 

^1731 Fft FTfcT (FT) 3TTFFTT Fr i fF^ I F T C%Z), 
(T5f) Ti[ktF FFT 3ttEfrfFFT aTJTftJFT tFFTF 

3fk (F) 3TTFFTT stT^FTT/STlFFTT FBlfd^lF> (t^) 
tFTF% ^FlfFFFT ft IFtT TTFT3F F¥TF % 3ftT 3TTFFTT 
FfFflFF, 1961 Fft FTTT 35( 1) fi Ft F^ tfTT^ fFTFT 
FFTTTFff4FT^%FTf ff#tm-Fftf3FT STTF-'HTFffTTTF 
Fit 'ft FTTjF FTtFT I 

WFFFFTF: FFFTF FUTTflT OfSFiH ftF^ fpTT 

10-1-1, 'FFFTF 1151^1 FT4, TI.Tft. FT^TT, 
%FTTWF-500004 

FF FfFTJFFT fFFTFT 1-4-96 F 31-3-99 FFT Fit FFfF % ffpr 
FFUft 1 1 

ftwrft: 1. FM^FdTTrf (1 ) ''TTF'’ftTRwf%fvTFFTF] 

FFf FtFT I 

2. TTF3F FT) ■gSTTF fFFT jTTTTT t IftF FT^Mldd Fit 
STFfF F'SH % fvTF ■3TTFFTT 3TPJFTT/3FFFTT 
f4^^(T^)frSTF^irrFTfFFTTTFFF3FF^ 

t % FTtFF F 3TIFFTT FFTfFfFFT i^Z), 
FTTTFTrTT FTt FTF FfFFf F FTFFF FTT, -3FJFTFF 
Fft 3TFfF FaH FtFFFF fFTtr 3F%FF-FFFT) 
fFFTF FT) FF|F FTTFT11 

[F15TT : 1676/tJFT.F.F.tF./3TI.FT.( TJ3 )/FTFT/tJ.Ft.-4/35( 1 ) i i) ] 

FFT7T ^tfr, 3TFT fF^'FFi 
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MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR GENERAL OF 
INCOME TAX (EXEMPTION) 

Calcutta, the 14th February, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. 0.1257 . —It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— . 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
'Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary', 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual. Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation : 

Bhagavati Mahavlr Medical Research Centre, 
10-1-1, Bhagwan Mahavlr Marg, A.C. Guards, 
Hyderabad-500004. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes : (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of lncome-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No, 1676/F. No. DG/IT(E)/CAL/AP-4/35(l )(ii)] 
MUK.ESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 


4k'1=Tit(T, 14 TTTft, 1997 

chi. 3TT, 1258.—fa u,o<4ski tjTnn f*h*u % 
fa (HHfaffal faraR fa, 3TFTR fafaffaW, 1961 fa RTT1 35 fa 
TT4RT (1) % 93^ (iii) % ffa 3TRTT falR % ffaTR 6 % 
ffafad Ylffafa STCI fafafatliT fat R7 ‘ ‘ faWFI 1 ’ % Wf 
% 39tfa STjfatffa ffaTT T FT % :—■ 

(i) fam ihifaffafaiTf 3TFFI cjisil fanm <fan l 

( i i) Ttfa d fa fa’ 3TJ7T1TF7 Tfalfrt Rtlfaf 3i"l UTT tfafar 

Ifafa faf % 31 fa 

rFF fafal, fanfaft -ef fafaffar fajfaRH ffaTFT, 
fafafrlfa Wt, Tlfatfa fas, fa ffafa-110016 
fa fafan, far 

(iii) •^■5rffafa% 31 TTRt fam-Wfat fafap 

fatsn fa fact (3t) C >, 

(73) 7lffa3 fanffat 7T6R fafaffai srfatm ffaRPT 

fafa Or) 37FT4r( Hniffatiieri (tge) 

faRfa fafafafK fa fara tjhcjd 4-sfn % fat stprit 

fafam, 1961 fafrKT35(l) fa fat Tfa ffarfa ffaHT 

Wfafafa^fafafafam-Rfaffat SRU-'HRffalH 
fa fa tTRjTT fafalT I 

jfaHlifa* U,<J.5 fa-falffa* fUfaTfiUU&yH, 
fafaTR giart, ch-ifa-i Rtfa, 

fa ffafat-110001 

m 1-4-96 fa 31-3-99 fa 37fafa % 

■ffactmifa % I 

fa unfa : 1 . (1)‘‘fafa’fa^Tfa^fafaffafTIP], 

faf farm 

2. fanon fa ffa<4i ^iim tfafa ■JIjhK’I fa 
3rfai % ffaj armr 3Trq3rT/3Trqrn: 
ffa^TTi' (7£3) faHfa fafafaiRfa fald"4 hsoi 
t % ■qrtJTtt fa 3UW7 TTfafaTRt (v^S), 
3i773vrflfafffafafatfa STlfarfa, SFjfaTCR 
fa 3tfafa fafaSRI fa ffat( 3TR34_-q^-fa 

ffaHFT fa RTfil T77RT 11 

[faTSTI: 1677/tRt.fa.R.ffa./3IT.3t.(^a:)/W1/TR.fa.68/35( 1)(iii)] 

fatTI JiHR, 3T97 ffaTW 

Calcutta, the 14th February, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. 0,1258 .—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
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section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution" subject to the following conditions:— 

(1) 11)e organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretaiy, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
Tax/Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its au¬ 
dited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in 
respect of its research activities for which ex¬ 
emption was granted under sub-section (I) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of the Organisation : 

Economic & Scientific Research Foundation, 
Federation House, Tansen Marg, New Delhi-110001. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1677/F. No. DG/IT(E)/CAL/ND-68/35(l)(iii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

TFHFTFT, 14 FTTFlt, 1997 

arrasTT 

FF. 3TT. 1259.—U<f<TIFK°l F?) ^SIFTjfemf^TFT'FETTt 
for faHfHRrd FTF3F FT), 3FFFTT 3TWFFT, 1961 F?t FKT 35 FT) 
FFFKT (1) % TSTr? (iii) % f^Tq; 3TTWT f^TFF % f^FFT 6 % 
3T#f fsrfjtTT FTffrFTHt 5FT f^EFfafTSF Wf FT ‘ ‘-T7FFTF" % F*Ff 
% 3TtffF fFTFT ‘mi % ; — 

(i) ETFFF 3FJTTFFT FTFlf % fFF 3TFFT ^73T FftTFT TTSFf I 


(ii) THU-l 3)-(TTFFI ?4T i-4TMyn qift'* 

17^ ^ % fvTF W4 % 31 

FFT ErfFF, F 3i)?jrfrFfr 3RETFH fFFTF, 

lfl«ilPl=h) 'TER, =7, FF, F^ f^FTt-110016 
ft) 'n-jIui, sflr 

(iii) FFFofcfTFt) %T31 3TFTJFT FFT 

c4f 3T Ffr fIf (FT) 3FFFTT FrffF?71FT (tgTT), 
(T?) TtfFF %rpFP FFT afteftfrFTT 3EJTTFR faFTF 
fDt (F) 3TTFFF 3TFJFTT/3TFTFTT FPTfa^TFT (^F) 
f^T 8)FlffrFTTT 3 frlF ETFFF W t #T 3TTFFTT 
SlfqfFFF, 1961 F?) KfTTT 35( 1 ) 4 ^) F^ iTTFj fFFT 
FFT7TFfiR'?^%FR'4FtTFT-FflftTF 3TTF-°4F 
FT) 4) URjF FT)FT I 

FFFF FTT F1F : chlffifrl mV flirt'd 3ffF 

IFTdTffiFT fTFWFT FTtf.EM FfFF, 

^<*f)3.a vilcO "trs, 

F$ f^#-110003 

FF 3TftRJFFT f^TfFT 1-4-96 31-3-99 FFT FTf FRfa 

% [(49, FFTFt % I 

ftmtrf) : 1. ( 1) "Fr6T”Tl)m7TFi%f?tFHFX 

ff) ?)fi I 

2. ffri^F FF 3J5TTF fjfFT FTF1 ^ ^ ■aT^FlFF F>) 

3TFft) FFl4 % ffTF 37TFFF 1FI^/3TFm 
lF?71F) (tJF) ^FTf^TFnT ^ T1F3F FFFl 

t % FltFF El 3TFTFTT FFlfF^TTFT (t£Z), 
FN4TFT F) cftF FtFFt' 4 3F$FF FT)', FFpjfrR 
Ff) STFfa FFl4 % FMF 4 fFm; 3TTFFF-FF ft) 

fFFTF FT) FETpT FFF1 % I 

[ETT3TT :1678/F)F-7).F.)f./ 3F.FT.('^)/FFA)F.^.-23/35( 1)(iii)] 

fj%F)JFTF, 3FRfF^TFT 

Calcutta, the 14th February, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1259:— It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income- fax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section < 1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions ;— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
Technology Bhawan', New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 
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(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of the Organisation : 

Indian Council for Research on Internationa) 

Economic Relations, East Court, 4th Floor, India 

Habitat Centre, Lodhi Road, New Delhi-110003. 

This notification is effective for the period from I -4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (I) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of lncome-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1678/F.No. DG/lT(E)/CAE/ND-23/35(l)(iii)j 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

4><H4>dl, 14 W[, 1997 

37T47R 

cKT. 34. 1260.—tH=f744K u i '3)1 i<fltij»KITjfad f*F>Hi 
for fTRMisnT TERR 4lt, 344417 Slfatwr, 1961 4ft 417T 35 4ft 
747414 ( 1 ) % lies (ii) %f747 R|40 % Rl4H 6 % 37ftt4 

Mr ■gifsRnft 'gro M‘7M% 774 ft % Rtfbr 

ST^jftftftTT f=PTT 441 % : — 

(i ) ft'ld-l 37^77414 "tildt% fdd.37714 (ft <31 trifll I 

(ii) 417 374ft37^77414 417 i^41 qiRitf 

9r4 c 6 Pftftlq 4 ft % [elU, 4ft % 31 4^ 
441 77f44, 4 ittn: 3FJ774H fft4I4, 

■sfratfM) 444, ^ 7f5, 4^ M#-110016 

44 44 J il, sflr 

(iii) 4444741M% 31 3T43474417ft?3I-47tfft744lfft41 
R141 471 4f4 (41) 3774417 4FrfftftftT41 (^2), 


(73) 77f44 ftilR(4> 4«7T 3frfttfft41 31377414 Ml 
3^7 (7T) 344417 3fPJ44/3TT441T *-ISlRl3 ; U t 6 ( tfd ) 
foin^t ^iiiPt+R ftf Ren 77434 h-soi 1^ 3fft 37T4417 
31M744, 1961 4ft 417135(1) "ft ftt 4$ ft7fftfftl41 
44T774f447^E%4ft’ft’^73I-4ftfi(I4 344-^741%744 
47 ftt 9+rjn 'tift'll I 

ft'ld-i 44 iih : 

thiT^rtu TTMijs ftw-4 iT<n t).jj4;yi4 yfir4i 

), ftftl tTMMt', 7i<l4< 7&vi4n, 

Tfs, t<ll*<l^-500004 

4F 37fa7J44T fft47411 -4-96 7) 31 -3-99 4414ft 314f4 % 
ffttft 44141 $ 1 

Pttujuft ; 1. 44^44?lft (1) 11 7M ’ ftRfl 714ft 

7(1411 

2. 77434 4ft 7p714 fft4141I4I % ftF ft 3734144 4ft 
374fft 4701 ft % (el if 344417 34^44/344417 
[4ftVI4> (7^) faplftl l(l4lf444T ft 774344541 
t % 4444 ft 344417 ifftftTlT (7$3), 
41744174 4 ft ftftl yftP-il "ft 3T[ft44 4 ft, 3 |-jhi ci 
4 ft 374f4 4<£lft % 7744 ft R+47 37lft<F7-44 4ft 
fft414 41147g?T 443411 

[7434 : 1679/447ft.4.f4-/37I.41.(eJ2)/4>eT/lf.''7t.-11 /35( 1)(ii)] 

Tjftl?1 31417, 3477 fftft?141 

Calcutta, the 14th February, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1260 .—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Association" subject to the following conditions : — 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan', New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
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Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 


Name of the Organisation . 

Society for Health Allied Research & Education 
India (Share India), Medi Citi Centre, Sarovar 
Complex Secretariat Road, Hyderabad-500004. 

This notification is effective for the period from i -4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Incorfie-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) havingjurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No, 1679/F. No. DG/IT(E)/CAL/AP-1 l/35(l)(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 


14 TRfaj, 1997 

31141 <4i< 

?FT. 3TT 1261. — ^tfaFnfiimi fat U,tK v SKI tjfatfl Ifam 'Jliai't' 
far r-tHldflfKl falZTfa), 3TRFR 3?fafWT, 1961 fat*1TCT35fat 
WIRT ( I ) (ii) %fapJ31N«6t rHAR%ffam6%314rfa 

fafafl Ulfaiqitf URl fattfeltfaff Tldt xR “fafa’ fa fattf % Sltffa 
fa'll Tdl % : — 

(i) faffatrsimtfwfaijpfaiTfaif i 

(ii) W 3ffa[ 3^llpl=t) 31-^11*114 Iri'Sttf e r>l t iT'3il ysti qlfljm 

fa4UU| -gfarar fafafa tfa fa fare; Ucfan rtf % 31 tfa 
TFT Trffaef, *1 aftrilffan SPjfatJFT ffa^TFT, 

fafalffatf tRH, Hint eft fas, M facvft-110016 

rtf fafatl, fafr 

(iii) W y<xfa r^ fa 31 ^ifapstt difW 

fami fat yffl () 3u*l°h< HP |[ltfal=6 (t£Z), 

fan) fafaf ^ifa«h nen ar^tf-tTFr fafrm 

fair on) sippr R^ifatw C^z) 

fanfa ffatfwK 3 fari tftzz TSsn % sfa 
SlfaffaR, 1961 fat «rm 35( 1) 3 fa "fa ffarfa ffadi 
T n4T"rfaf£RT"££5fafat’£rfamT- T tffri^ 3n'i-oqii 
fat tf HHJfl fan'll I 


TPTBfr ofil -IIH : 


W 



fafa. «C1lcti, tllrlcO far fay, ^T-qtlT, HstlH-600040 
3rffaj^TT ffalfar 1-4-96 fa 31-3-99 7RfT fat 3lfafa 
fa fafa 3INlfa % I 


farxpift: i. (1) ‘‘fafa’faTITfa^pffafal^TiF; 


2. fiud-i fat y^iq fadl '■uni %ffafa ^^Hiqn fat 
3iqffa *181-1 fa fciR 3u'i e ti<, BTTrpFT/51 1 m 1 
(T£Z) fat-ifa Sfafifatctiltfa faion H-sut 
t fa ■RTKJfrT fa 3TIWt -qnfafafRfr (fgZ), 
qici'titll fat (fl-t yfafal fa 33lfayT fat, 3t jHiq-l 
fat 3ffafa fafa^tjfaffap 3pfa^q-Rqfat 

ffafrFT fat TOjTT rfrCTT 11 

[fa©H: 1680/T7rfr.faxfa./3n.^.(^)/^cT/zt.TTT.-19/35( 1)(ii) ] 

(ffa^i jhr, apiT fa^iqi 


Calcutta, the 14th February, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1261.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
"Association” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology I3hawan\ New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
3 1 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (h) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its. audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 


Name of the Organisation : 

M-idras Institute of Magnetobiology, 52-A, 
A.K. Block, 7th Main Road, Anne Nagar, 
Madras-600040. 
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This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 to 
31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1680/F. No. DG/IT(E)/CAL/TN-19/35(1 )(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl, Director 

^wFhTFT, 18 Wlft, 1997 

OTtRET 

'3RT. 311. 1262.—R4'Hi'!1K' / lTit Mh^ITT TjfaH Pbhl jiM 1% 
f=F faRfufaTT TEFR SIFTFE 3lf«#RTE, 1961 ^ RET 35 
"SEmiT (1 ) % tsl u -s (ii) %fNR Pt'HH 6 % 

Rlfamft SKI fTRfufeET t?RTf -qr “TfPTR” % % 

faFPTI rpiT f : — 

(i) Wlo-i 'hih? ■31 q 1 1 I trllSIl “iRPli IdPlI I 

(Ii) "EK" ^iPf* appmHTRtft 'til'if Til 9, c ti 

% fprq; whE % 31 

7FF ufeR, %ifuE of 3f|eilfj|* sr^Ttqpf ftfHFI, 
nW'I'ffl Wl, ^ EITMI f^vft-i 1O016 

EE 'i^rni, attr 

(iii) "EF % 31 314x^47 7141 ^lt?f=f 

#nn Stfcl (4i) Uuqttit 'R^rf^TFE (7££), 

(TUT) ■Hr^iq T41 3flttiPl ( n STjrmET fTFFT 

'ifrc (U) aTTEpfE 3E^T/31Fm (7£j) 

Pj1i4> ff dcKl ■H‘ld'1 HSUI $ 3% 3||<|4R 

UfferfWT, 1961 RKI 35( 1) 3 "hf fui4 fjRT 
T EH TfifRcT tjjd % 417 "9 eltsU-H-Ofillcl 31FT-RN fFT1T4 
44 vjj TTRjcT ^TTTI 
4'Id-1 411 EIR : 

S'dWj'i 'iifoi rffp^j 3lftE 

13/6, fivfHEiH rpmsifm, tft. 3tt. Plfl^TT, 

tJUT-411025 

44 UfaljTHT fcFFE 3-6-96 3 31 -3-98 TEE 4?l % 

fun. FFTsft f | 

fitnprff : 1. 4^1*1 Tpf (1) UPf 

dsl pi'll 1 


2. ri'id-iy^n°i htrti ^iioi%4ft 
374fa U^lft % fUR 371444 3TFJHRT/OT444 
(7g4) p5R% if 74144 4541 

f % inraTE i) 34444 H$"rfH^I4> (7|4), 
Wl 4?1 #14f?T4f ff 34^44 4ftt, NtjHKd 
4ft 374f4 4514 % Cl4y 3 3Tpft54-44 4ft 

f44T4 Ft! qit-u ^ I 

[74S4 : 1681/F)E.UR.f 5 T./31I.^.(^)/^U/tR.-l95/35(l)(ii)] 

"'joint, 31FR 

Calcutta, the 18th February, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1262.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (I) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of theOrganisation . 

Institute of Poultry Management of India, 

13/6, Milestone, Panshet Road, P.O. Girinagar, 

Pune-41102S 

This notification is effective for the period from 3-6-96 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
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the Commissioner of lncome-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1681/F. No. DG/IT(E)/CAL/M-195/35( I )(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 
WOT, 18 1997 

ammr 

4il. 3TT. 1263 .—<h4<hi i ik u i Fft y.OAS 1 '*' 1 Iftiqi «iidi% 
ftf Pi'-ifeiRsifl lj‘ldH 37PT^7T driftf'ERI, 1961 ^ki 35 
TWCT (1) % TsT^ (iii) % apR fWT % fm 6 % 
3TtfftT fftfaT tnftlAilfl fiKl PtHfirlHiSd ^iciT 47 11 4wn ' 1 % ftmf 
% SftfH 3i^riin?fi fftrtlT mtl ft : — 

(i) fthdi *6l*if %R*U(3 k' 1 , I viral ttsl'll I 

(ii) FF ■cHM') %lPT3FT spjfttmi 3>l4T FIT y'n s uR c h 
fftFTZ y/ftT [4413 ftt ftro yM!+, ml % 31 

TEE *T af lt ilPro 3Fjfttmi fairm, 

iMPEfit W, ^RFftcft fts, Ztf fftevft-110016 
^Ft ftftni, 3fft 

(iii) ^1F yr*ta 31 3 i*kj«h n't* <ri<su-*iflfaiRl «nrt<6 
ift-un -srfn (m) 3mm trrrf^fifT^ (^z), 

(75t) ZlfftE 7t*n dtotf'm SEffttlFT fft'F T T 

3frc (e) smm 3mjw/3mm rftMtw (up) 
f^R% ^qifftshK ft Rtrt tj‘ld-1 H-SUI % afR 3miFR 
3rfi|FiqH, 1961 Eft ERT 35( 1) ft R<h4 [4**11 
‘1*11 ftajfftZtJzftrEftft «rl<ai—31Ff-oi|A( fttuE 
Fit 'ft y^jn «Ami l 

ft'ld-l Eil *1IH ; 

ftl+rme!! rjftr m4>z ffrr4 Em? 

74, Rtwfl-I10034 

EF dfttRjmn ft?W 29-3-96 ft 31-3-98 7W Eft 3TEfft 
ftl fair EEfft ft1 

feuLluf) : (1) (i) "■mt"^nwj%f^tU?1FI 

-itft I 

(2) Rudd Ft) ^iiq [ft*u 'aim ft [4* ft 3 i^h1<a' 1 Eft 

3tq[ft % fVlV, 3(1*1 'll* 3n<J'W/3l|*(‘^'1 

f-Ef^IE* (s$e) f4’l4 ft 4‘idi nsdl 

ft % et«ee ft 3mm HFrtftftziFT (^z), 
EieVEni Eft fttz yRi*i) ft 3n4qn Eft, 3 i^4)<;H 

*tft 3iq[ft Elllft ftt *H*ift fee* m, 37TftEE - EE Eft 

fftERT ilTtjn 3vRT[ f" I 

[ftlOT: 1682/ W.ft .F.ftt./31I.^.(^Z)mt/tET.^1.-142/35( 1 )(iii)] 

JiHK, 3TO Pl^l + 

1096GI/ 97—2 


Calcutta, the 18th February, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1263. —It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 ofthe Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (I) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution" subject to the following conditions:— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissonerof Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of the Organisation , 

Society for Capital Market Research & Development, 

74, Vaishali, Pitampura, 

Delhi-110034. 

This notification is effective for the period from 29-3-96 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 


[No. 1682/ F. No. DG/IT(E)/CAL/ND-142/35( 1 )(iii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 
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4EH4.T1I, 18 WTft, 1997 

3994.1 

4.1. 39. 1264.—eicfeudHN 4.1 n.ci<^5Ki PtrHl -aim £ 

1% PimOtIR^^ towi 4Tl, 3994E 31 ffeiPn ^-h, 1961 4>1 9T9 35 4.1 
39919 (1) ■sFisrtns (ij) %%9 3imsa<. Piuh %1%99 6% 3t4l9 
fo1%9 UTftnTKt SET fHHR-IPlEl 4Eff 97 "4999” % Wf % 
3pfl9 39J9tf<I9 f°F9T 991 % : — 

(i) fi'ldi <W'i1%f7Ttf 31<roi el tsu hi tisbll I 

(ii) 9^ 319-1 ^5(lPi4> 3i;j*ii99 '♦iihT"SFT y,<t> 9if^ c ti 

f49T°l ft til 4 9^ % ftro yci)4i 9^ % 31 9lJ 

34. ttPlq, triplet. 9 3^1 &TlP|3l^tl9[9 RcHIM, 
TfleflPieHl 999, Tfe, M ^#-110016 

4 H ^tnr, afk 

(iii) 911 y<^4i 44 % 31 3TOJ4T <141 <rl<5H —^TTtfSTcT qifta 

iton 4rt -srf4 (9T) 399417 RTrTfNfyw C%z), 
Cm) 7Tf99 99T afleilPlTT 3pj49T9 frl9T9 

3^7 (9) 3999TC 39599/39949 (sge) 

f99% a)9TftT997 4 fori 4999 9^411 3flT 39949 
atffrfrm, 1961 94 9ET 35( 1) 4 4t 9$ ftTTtf frp9T 
991t-i*ifrT99P%9l\4 4p5T 97tfRT?t 399 *44 ftWR 
4?1 4t3Rg9 9^9(1 

4934 49 419 : 

4^( 4 4 1 4 3lfa nfl^VM U.ug 9 1 97 , 9IM9 I 9l4, 
tIIUIW^, 4^ %4=ft-110021 

9^ 3ff4lJ44T 1941411-4-96 4 31-3-99 9414H 3T9f«f % 
149.99141 % I 

feuMl ; (1) 39^49Wf (i) “49"^79944%feTO; 

4lff 51911 

(2) 49349.1 7J?IT9ft(9T9TI9T% f9t ^ 3Tj4t944.1 
3I9Pf 9®T% % firm, 39949 3TEJ49/3999E 
Pl?<d c ti (l{3) f44% ^l4tftl49T4 4934 9^9T 
f % 9999 4 39949 4l5lft^l4i (7J3), 
9u94>9T 4.1 rfl-1 Sift) 41 4 39^94 4^, 31^4194 
4ft 3Tqftt 431% % 449 4 39^44-94 4ft 

t^I919 9ft MK|h 4941 % I 

[4159 : 1683/4)9.4. 9.ft./39.41.C^)/49?I/^4.^1-51/35(l)(ii)] 

■g^4I^191i:, 399 1^14. 

Calcutta, the 18th February, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. 0. 1264.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 


section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 

Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director J' 1 omc-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October eac.. copy of its audited 

Annual Accounts ana an copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of the Organisation 

Central Board of Irrigation & Power, Malcha Marg, 

Chanakyapuri, New Delhi-110021 

This notification is effective for the period from 1 -4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1683/F. No. DG/lT(E)/CAL/ND-51/35(l)(ii)j 
MUK.ESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

4.(44.91, 4 9T4f, 1997 

3TT^f)T 

T5FTT* 3TT. 1265*--—*4 c f*ii t lk u l ^1^1% 

PdHfHnafl 4934 94, 39949 3Ff%rf499, 1961 ^Tf 919 35 4ft 
399ET (1) % mm (i i) % f^9 3994R fft99 % fft99 6 % 39ft9 
1% 9Tfrl4h4 SET f-THfUfiSKl 97 "47919” % 4*9? % 
37frl9 31^HlI*td f=t.4l 941 ^ : — 

(i) 4939 39J719R 4991 (cli( 31719 e1<sll 9fF9T f4l9T I 
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(ii) •Jin'! t tiittT'Wb^>mPta 

ftnr°r yr^* f*r#q ^ % ftm; y^" % 31 

<re TTf^i, ^ 3fleilPi+ 3Tg*faET faNPT, 

vp^T, ^tiFM ItS, fo#-110016 

^n, fl*U 

(iii) ' , Rr yc'j'e £(*} % 31 ^t^nr (1^ <sii—^"0(%J?T qiPta 

■^HT ^ 3lfcT (^) 3TTWT (^Z), 

( 73 ) hIV^i iwi f^^i'i 

3ftt (fj) SlttttfT 31T^!RT/3imT HSlPl^l't) (~%Z) 

^rsrftwR 3 f^fT , ?Pt3h T57n t sffr airon 
STfaf^BTri, 1961 3ft 3KT 35( 1) ft ift ^ ftuft f^IT 
■ j mr%3ft ft TfttsT-ttftftTtt frum 

3ft ft) Wpi 3ftttTI 

fttttJ-T 3iT HW ; 

fct'^sHy^fti'o nftlftmm arfai^ftnT, 

3, (S shTri ftlR, fftw-f) 110001 

m SlfVlJ^RT fftttttE 1-4-96 ft 31-3-99 Tttf 3ft 3R?fft % 
fair OTl^ f | 

femufl : (i) •3 i i^sRn?iif (i)“^ k(” ftHrft'-iftftrfmcTPj 

^■jPiji 

(2) ft 'Td 1 ^ 3j$tt3 f^TT ^mi % f*E ft 'T^fRt^T 3ft 
3l6(ft ®I<J ift ftl Rut, 3114^1 SIT^pRI/SIl^WT 
W*I3) (l$Z) Rl*tft> ^5ITf^°hK "^f 4H<!cH 9Sfl! 
f % TUKEfil ^ 3TW*T H6lPH^I«h (^2), 

3ft *4*31-1 % 713*1 ft Rti V, 3f|ftti-l-yy 3ft 

ft'TFT 3?f y^Jrl 3^ % I 

[TWIT : 1684/^ji^;^73TT.^iip)/^.^.-49/TO/35( 1 )(ii)] 

■g^igniTT, SttR faulty 


Calcutta, the 4th March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1265.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 


New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation : 

The Tuberculosis Association of India, 

3, Red Cross Road, New Delhi-110001. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-99, 

Notes : (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1684/P. No. DG/IT(E)/ND-49/CAL/35(l)(ii)j 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

ttielttiTti, 4 HI4, 1997 

31TtttET 

et>l. 3TT. 1266 .—h4hiHk u i 3ft Rtitti , nini% 

RlHfaRsId ftttdT 3ft, 3113317 3lfftfft33, 1961 3ft 317T 35 3ft 
T3317I (1) fttTSFS (iii) % f^Tri( 31T33T fft33 % fftttl 6 ftt 
3ttft3 fft%3 3Tft-RElft 5RT Wff 37 ‘‘7173H"% 713ft 

% Slftftt 33T % : — 

(i) ft'16-1 31^71313 3iTftf% 1^31713 ^7313ft HI «shl 1 

(ii) 314*1 3i^HtJpl ri'MtD <t>i4f ofil 

Ri«k u i mo)=h ^ % fciy, yrijcti % 31 

1TO 3Tf^I, ^ 3f)«ini«6 3T5?jtIFT f^'TFT, 

TO, fTE, M ftwft-110016 

(iii) ^ 31 3i^q< ci=tv e)<4u- T R)fijlcT HlPl'fi 

TftT (^) 5UW H5ir3^l'+ (sf.'S), 
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(15) 7lfk5 35T aMfb5T 3T3*faT5 I^TVIPT 

3^7 (4) aiiqmn 37FJ55/3IT5417 4*5iRi^ ; d4i (7$3) 
fink) k at=Ki 7)534 9-scii % ak7 a7i35i7 

arfkPm, i96i 5ft *471 35( i) k kt 3^ ftTik 1ki3i 
551 k5fk5^5kt4kk'$7ai-3kftiI3 353-554 (8744 
5k k) 41)31 I 
ti'IcH 511 •55 : 

■%RrT fT^ajr 3lfcfj nf&M* 55^^51 43T iiTTHtTI, 
18/2, 773773 ftniU 3Tk, ikyiH JUlfiflThH I({)ill, 

4f fi^wfl-l10067 

35 3rfk7j34T fk4T4t i -4-96 k 31 - 3-99 531 5 ft 3i3fa ki 
fv1t( 33lk)t I 

ftwifl: (1) -sh^qci 3lk (i) "7)3’ 1 •Sw k*Ff % Ri^ em^ 

4kf kkiu 

(2) fklelH 55) ^5115 R(4I 31141%tkl"k 5)) 

awfk 5&lk % ftrl^ 355511 35^55/355511 
fkkm (^) f55%^5^J5Tflk 15135 T55T 

t % 31*33 k 355511 ' og i PH^ r ^ ( 753 ), 
51514131 4k cfli yRlkl k 3Ttk34 5k, at^-nl^i 
5k 3)5f*J 5(41-) % <155 k Ra u, 3i 14 <4-33 5k 
f3313 4k Wtcju 41741 % I 

[5155 : 1685/551'-li-5.f5./a5.51.(l^)55.^t.-72/5^f/35(l)(iii)] 

■gknn * 31317 , 355 f-rknan 

Calcutta, the 4th March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1266.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
bv the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan', New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 


Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation : 

National Institute of Public Finance & Policy, 

18/2, Satsang Vihar Marg, New Delhi-110067. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Jncome-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1685/F. No. DG/lT(E)/ND-72/CAL/35(l )(iii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

5555175, 4 5lT5k, 1997 

3H34>< 

TFT. 377. 1267.—B^BI5KT55k5?^1TTtjr56 Ml 41411 
fkl PlHRrlfigd 7)334 5k, 35555; 37fkl433, 1961 5k 515 35 5k 
55515 (i) krtSFS (ii) ki Rut au'-wt Rhh%Rpth 6%3ftjt4 
fkftn 5Tf551Rt £171 RlHRHRiW 57 “7*7314" % 773k % 
315)4 ai-jHlfto f4>3T J I HI %■ :— 

(i) 75154 3TJ551451T5T%feT535557k7?T3fir3I77k31 I 

(ii) 5? 3T5kkinl4513TJ55T47*3*4)545f 545555lfk5t 

Rwa 775)57 fktll9 5k kt Rut, 57^57 5k kt 31 3^ 
551 Ttfk5, k4Hf451 5 aiViilfhTI 3F[Ti5T4 fk313, 
iMfkrk 554, ^ 775, 4^ fk5ek-110016 

5 k kkm, afk 

(iii) ■ 5535)415kkl 31 375^57551 kl73T-5kak55lfk51 

5*737 5k 3*k (51) 355517 H?|[k^l47 (t|3), 
(71) 7lfk5 k?rf451 551 akatfk^ 37^7T5H tk415 

akt (5) 37T5517 35355/3577517 H?|Ri^I 5 (t£3) 

fk4% ^I5Tf5557 k f33 77534 45511 kfc 3115517 
3tf5f455, 1961 5k 515 35(1) k k) 3^ ffTTk *4131 
33I7*3fij37$3kl3f)k7k751- T 77)$k3 345-755 f)l753 
5k k) 577(3 5k511 
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■H'ld'i 33 313 ; 

T^rry R«4 7)^3?, 

TOj-snj jintjri h«hi3!vh, 3f f^TOft -110014 
3E 37ffr7J33T ft3f37 28-9-96 3 31-3-99 33T 3Tt STlffr 
% ItHT) 33l4t f I 

f^OTOft : 1. wJqTTTTCf (1) “7T3"d!fr7T wf%frlT)3TF£ 

-isT sWi i 

2. ■h 1 ics-i R^iJI ^idi % f^TT) 3lt 

3iqffr < 101*1 % Hriy, 333317 

[*1^5(191 (7|3) M ^5dB( t 6K *■? ^McH 
t % 3TW37 3 3TT33>7 HI|llV,¥l3> (T£3), 
3>t tfln yP ci9i 33^33 3^f, 

3ft 3T^ffer «ioi*) % Puy,3u^qi-333ft 
f33T3 3i) yK^ci ^<11 ^ I 

[7T©3 : 1666A[T.^. 1 R.'f i 1./37T.'^.('^3)/1371.1^.-133/35(l)(ii)] 

TJ&TT^PR, 3737 Pi^I4i 

Calcutta, the 4th March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1267.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions:— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation : 

Indraprastha Cancer Society and Research Centre, 

Q-5A, Jangpura Extn., New Delhi-110014. 


This notification is effective for the period from 28-9-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1686/F. No. DG/IT(E)/ND-133/35(l)(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 
3133131, 10 TTUf, 1997 

3713377 

<*>(. 371. 1268.—rt*f6li , tlK IJ l 31) Oti^SUl f3>9l wiieil 
f^T r'l'-'iRiRsid rihcH oft), 3tiu=f)'f Tfffrfrprrf, 1961 3>t 3171 35 3>t 
333171 (1) %'73 u -5 (ii) % R-U( 371433 I-14H % I-I9H 6 % 314)3 
farfijtf 513 famfafosM Tuff 37 "ttwr” ^ % 

37*r)3 apjrjtftjrf Pum 'mi % :— 

(i) ridcH •ST^TTtrR 4iidt^rfefH stem dial usbii I 

(ii) 33 373^ ^dll""13 31 jjH3T3773tft 3l9f 37 U.3 3lPl3 

yrilti Rid)9 3r<f % fpn) y<c5|o+i 34 % 31 3^ 

7T3T 77ffr3, %lPl3r 3 3?h3)fn3T 3rjTT3I3 frfHPT, 
yfleilPiefil TO, tr, 3$ f^pft-110016 

31) ■))j) j n, -slfr 

(iii) 3^33)3734% 31 3T3^337 7)73r-3Ttf%3 3lf437 

4)731 3ft 3% (31) W {T$z), 

(73) 7Tfft3 331 3j)Ei)Pi+' 3737)313 f33FT, 

3 fl 7 (3) 33333 33333/333317 (^s) 

f3n% 8)3lftl3Tf7 4 Riel ttUdi HSfll % 3fl7 371437 
37f4)ft3<7, 1961 3l) 317T 35( 1) 4 4t 3^ ftTlft %3T 
U9i 44r337[7r%'344 <rl <31-9(1043 3713-°44 [ctu®! 
3lt 4t WTtjfl 'ti) j n I 

37333 311 TEI : 

t^)t fftrrof f3 ohMjPui) %3 = er, 

84, TT.3TTT.3f), ?JTST3t Hl4, 3Trff, 
lpir-400018 

3lffrTJ331 ■RRT311 -4-96 ^1 31 -3-99 33T 3it 3T3f3 % 
%T( 331^111 

ftnruft: 1. wfjRTTRfO) “ri3” •>T7TWf%tcnT3rr f J 

3?! #311 
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2. ci'idi ysuq I 991 +101 % 

3T^ftf irsA % feF( 3119+t ^fn^RT/^TTWT 
MtFF (l^jE^^+fV+REiTOTOT^T 
f % ETTOT 7 ) 37RTO7 (tgZ), 

*hei=^ vii eE rfii yRiqf if Shi^^-i Ev(, 37jrTTO 

Eft 3^ TOTft % 3 3TT^[T-TR Eft 

f^EFT Eft Htrjfl + <il ^ I 

[TROT 1687/T!TF.^.-q.-pT./37T.^.(^Z)/^ : I/T3TI-75/35( 1 )(ii)] 


Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1687/F. No. DG/IT(E)/M-75/CAL/35(1 )(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

+ d+dl, 7 EH, 1997 


yifTT rfETT, 3TTT 

Calcutta, the 10 March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1268. —It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution" subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 


3TTEEIT 

EiT. 3TT. 1269. — wefwiETErTEft 9.09SKI ^TRlTij 

fat r-wfwRsd 7ETTO Eft, 31TEEE 1961 Eft TOT 35 Eft 

EETOl (1) % <a u s (iii) % [inn 3(19+7 fftTO % pRTE 6 % 

STtftE fefftlT 3nfawt SET ff TTtff ET “ 7TTEH 1 ’ % Wf 

% ETEtE EppftfftE [+91 991 ^ :— 

(i) t-i'id-i TH^RTOT +19f % 1619,3(619 61(5(1 ElCEl TTSPTTI 

(ii) E? 3{Eft 3(-[(jt(H fWift +19? EE 9.+ 

f^ETtm -917^17 ^ %7 31 

EET TlfEE, SnIlfEEl E afllilfftE SE^TOT fETOI, 
ifa ft ffrEft TO, fcRft-110016 

Eft 'fftfrir, sftr 

(iii) EC yr<)+ % 31 3T+JE7 EET cft(sH-M<10EE ElfaRi 

^75T Eft Efft (ET) 3TTW7 ECTfEftETE (tg?), 
(ia) TlfEE %lfEET EET afrejtfGTO EFpfTOT fETOT 
3?lT (R) TOIEE TOJEE/TOIEE EClfft^lE' (7£E) 
P’i'i^i ^EiftTEET ft fftc rihcH h« 6I % ftfft 3U9EE 
STfafftEE, 1961 1+) TOT 35( 1 ) 3 fit ftTOf ftfET 
'191 TJtTftTEftft eltai-ldt^RT 3TTE-«99 fpt-119 

Eft EfTOiEEftETi 

ei'ldi EEEP7 : 


46/48, fTOETEET ftETRI, EE.#. ffS, ^(#-400001 

EC arf^JTO 1 22-9-96 ft 31-3-99 EET Eft ETEfft 

% tefT ETOft 11 


Name of Organisation : 

The Foundation for Research in Community Health, 

84, A.R.G. Thadani Marg, Worli, Bombay-400018. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (I) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cate and well in advance for further extension 
of the approval, to the Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of lncome-Tax/Director of 


fiUL|u{) ; 1. eM(|eKl # ( 1 ) "TTE” ^7(1 ttft'f % [cIR TO] 

nrO pl'ii I 

2. toionEft tj^iiq fa'-d 3RjftlEEEft 

3TEfa Wjft % f^Tt( 3EEEE 371^/snEEE 
fftftElET ( ^ ) fftEftl ^TTflFFK 3 7FT3FWT 
f % TOTEE 3 3HTO TOlfMtTOI (7^), 
+ei+ni Ett TtN m[ci91 31^e1to 

+j 5H9[fr 9®|-i E9fr [+U 3n^e”1 _ M9 +1 

ffr'TFT Et) +<ni ^ I 

[7R54I 1688/T33E.7t.R,fE./3TT.Et.(^)/^T/TO-33/35( 1 )(iii)] 

JiHK, -3777 h^l+ 
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Calcutta, the 7 March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1269.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shal 1 maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
searched (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 


Name of Organisation: 

The Indian Society of Agricultural Economics, 
46/48, Esplanade Mansions, 

M.G. Road, Bombay-400001. 

This notification is effective for the period from 22-9-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1688/F. No. DG/lT((E)/M-33/CAL/35(l)(iii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 


+ <n f tixll, 7 1997 

33PTOT 

«t»l. 3Tf. 1270.—Ud^SKl Hjffol fann ^Idll? 
for PinR-tRs/l TR3T34, SlfafotR, 1961 frRl 35 tfo 

TTOm ( 1 ) % 7STT5 ( ii) % fop; StmrffoR fo ffoTR 6 4r Wffo 
fa fed RTfti^rrfr ifoi foRfoffon Tirff T rc 1111 % ffa j l % 
srtffo 4^91 fed form TFU t : — 

(i) t-i'ld-l +741 % foy, 31<rPI vfol "tfe-'-ll VsPn I 

(ii) Tf?-spfo srpfuFTtnfad-v 

fae<<. u i wfor fatffa ^4 % fop yfofo ^4 4r 31 "Rlf 
tpe nffor, 4?rffor p sfojtffoft ffo^TFi, 

iMfrfot ^ Tfo, dt foevfr-110016 
3rt frfoiT, sfo 

(iii) W 5fftfoi P4 4r 31 ri^Fr tfotai— T Tflf^TcT lifrfo 

#01 frfo (^r) 3TFTOT TTFlfofolpr (ip), 
(13) Tlfop %Tffo 7T«TI afrotPw fo*IFI 

(fr) 3PW3 31Tf1fl/31TWt Hdlfa^lTr (7£3) 

fonfor sfoftraK 4 ' fori TfoR p^ri f .3^1 

3##m, 1961 ffRI 35( 1 ) 4 foPl 

RH ^ cfol-dflfoil 3TPI-'BtP1 fetlM 

4) yTgd <ffon 1 

TPTcR PITPR : 

HSITTe£7£7 7ITpR ijUfotf pfeifot/VH, 

^-4, HiSid iSTf^ 

tJPT-411037 

PF fopfo 4-4-95 *1 31-3-97 W pft % 

fopRPfotfrl 

ftupift: 1. 34(J'W5ffo (1) 

fcl'll I 

2. RfrcRPit fam «ikii % fo4 3ijjrffcpi p4 
33Pffr pilfo % firi4. 4nqcet 31T®piT/3TRPiT 
foifopr (tjz) forfo sfaifactiK^fTPicH isai 
t fo TWITT ^ 3TTW3 Htjlfacfopr (ip), 
=nei=tiTii tffo ufifot 4 Pi4, 3TjHle-i 
p4 3Rf4 % Tfop 4i fort! pft 

fotnn fo RTjjp pitpt 11 

[TfoSTT : 1689/foh.7i.R.fo./33I.^r.(7p)/3^I/TR-13/35( 1 )(ii)] 

■g%?I^rRK, 3R7 frfoTRT 

Calcutta, the 7th March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1270.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
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Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(i i) It shal 1 furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 si May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions'), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
3 1st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Acconts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

A 'time of (Organisation . 

Maharashtra State Grape Grower’s Association, 
Draksha Bhavan, E-4, Market, 

Yard Gultekadl, Pune-411037. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
lo31-3-97. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Direclor of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1689/F No. DG/1T(E)/M-13/CAL/35(1 )(ii)] 
MUK.ESH KUMAR, Add!. Director 

4>H4it!I, 10RT4, 1997 

amrarr 

ciit. 3TT. 1271. — 4 j 1 yyi^SKi fVini '^tTril $ 

fHHfdfisq TjTryr 44, 3TOT Slfalwt, 1961 4?t 4T7T 35 4ft 
UWITT ( 1 ) ( ii) %fdU3tM4)<r44M%f444 6%37qfa 

Wei mfawr tto fhHrdfw wf ft "tip" % wf % srtftq 

-iETHlftrT fro TFT! f : — 

(i ) TFIdH 37477414 444? fdF 37414 7^741 ’StfFTT rtifill I 


(ii) 4? 307-1 ^jtlf-iTi 3^7-1414 EtattH 4[f§4) 

frtrtf 0 ! Rtrflrt 4^ % finy, 4^ % 31 4^ 

441 4 3fleilPi+ fa'tm, 

sMPl40 TO, ESflcfi TlT, 4^ 10016 

4?f ^rEtt, sftr 

(iii) 4F ^ % 31 3T4£4T 441 7^-4frfB14 
#tH 4ft TTfcT (41) 3TT441T ■RFlf’TdVrT (t£4), 

cm) T?f44 ^ifH'ih trt afhdtfw 3747444 

3tfT (4) 37NSM 37|iJtW/3i|A|cM (f$4) 

f44% W4Tff4FK 3 fart 77444 T54T t #7 344417 
srftlfwt, 1961 4ft 4T7T 35( 1) 34^ ft7Tft f*F14T 
441774ftl47^4%4TTft e-)<311—H<1 fhrTrT 3TI4-* i i4 fiSEH 
4ft ftt 7J77J4 4ift4T I 
77444 44 4T4 : 

37T^t 4I Ujil4idMT74 ftrrft TrtTS mnTI%yr4, 

tft.sft. slTd+I ft. 7602, BiaRfd ftlTIIEd) 

7SFT7T7fa, ft.-TtTTTcTR; (lg4P7£), 4Tfft-4O0064 

4F 37f47i44T fft4t41 1 -4-96 ft 31 -3-99 441 4ft 374fft % 
fcTO 44 left $ I 

ftujuH : i. arpfqRTTrtt (i) ‘‘Tftft’ftrFTFTftftiftqtTTTr'x 

4fft (?l4l I 

3T4f4 nESlft ftl IdM, 37T441T 3TFJ44/37T441T 
fftftn41 () f'ith^ ft4Tf44n7 ft T-iOcH FSbl 
t % ttihr ft 344417 (t^), 

end'll til 4ft dl-i yRi'il ft 3n^<ti 4ft, at^Hie'i 
■qft 3T4fq wft % 7744 ft fftnr 3TTftn4-44 4ft 
f4414 4ft 47714 444T11 

[Wm : 16907W.7i.R.l4./31T.4t.(^)/4i4(rtT4.-4/35(1)(ii)] 

TJ^T fTTR, 3T47t4^14t 

Calcutta, the 10th March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S.O. 1271.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Association” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
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Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and-also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation: 

Aspec Agricultural Research & Development 
Foundation, P.O. Box No. 7602, Adarsh Housing 
Society Cross Road, No. 1, Malfld (W), 
Bombay-400064 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 

to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (I) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1690/F. No. DG/IT(E)/M-4/CAL/35(l)(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

11 Hl4, 1997 

Rtruurr 

3iT. 1272 .—Rit ijT'id faTRiRninft 
fF-rfrrfisrrT rt), sitrrvt arffTfiRR, i 96 i Rft rut 35 R(t 

ARRRT (1 ) % 7sFR (iii) % IvR 3TTRRF; fRRR % t%RR 6 % 
Wit Tnftnirtt -sin FTt-iMt-ati ’ ftfRRi 

siRfa fR/Rt uri % : — 

(i) RMdl 3TJRRTR thiqt %fcT^ 3TvFT7^73T RfftRT tty'll I 
( 11 ) RH 3 |--j<hRH RUtf) 'M<l7RiT IJ't) mRtR) 

Rwn fqril'H % (Vtt( ycW % 31 R^ 

RR7 RfRR, ^lPi=h R 3RJRRTR fftRTR, 

Tfrefrf^r^ff wi, ^ ite, ^ fftRRft -110016 
Rt) ifsmr, -sfrr 

(iii) 1(7 WteTRti % 31 33R^R7 r^73T-R^tf^ RlfftRT 

#tRT Rlt TTf% (RT) 3TTRRR MKlPl^IRi (^Z), 
(13) RfRR %TfRRT RRT 3TJRRFT fRRTR 

Ajk (1J) 3R5RR/31JRRR RFlftfttfTRi' () 

K)W)(iI>07—,1 


3 fftrl ^TR3R R^RT ft 3fR 3WF1 
SlfafftRR, 1961 R?1 RKT35(l) ff Rft f*6RT 
T JRIRRf^t|Hfti’'Rrtif STPT-otW fftlTR 

R?I RlW I 

TThcFT RTT FIR : ■ 

fft Trreft ftrref 

84, fart TtT, R*TR-600004 

. RK STfRTJRRT fRRfRi 1-4-97 ^ 31-3-2000 RRTRft 3TRfR 
% fcTR RRM ft1 

ftmnft: 1, AR^RTRlf (1) '‘7TR , ’^'W=pf%fvTRRTPX 

-isT ?l‘n i 

2. tiuen R?T yshR fftRT RRTT ftffti R>t 

37RfR Rljlft % fcTR 3tl<jRfl/3IIRR>T 

(IJil) fRR% ttlhllRRiK if tthd-f 9sdl 
ft % RUHR ^ 3TIRR5T RFlfRftRTRT (^}Z), 
4>efRTRI RTt cftRRlMTi 3n^ETR^, STJRkn 
RFf( RIRfa W) % RRR 3 ftiR; 3TT^RR-RR Rft 
fRRFT Rt) U Rvt-TT ft 1 

[R®H : 1691/XttF.R.R.fR./31T.R7.('^:)/R^T/^.tkT.-41/35(1 )(iii)] 

■Jhk, 31RT fd^IRi 

Calcutta, the 11th March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1272 .—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Comm issoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 
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Name of the Organisation : 

The Kuppuswami Sastrl Research Institute, 

84, Thiru Vika Road, Mylapore, Madras-600004. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-97 
to 31-3-2000. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli- 
■ cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1691/F. No. DG/IT(E)/TN-41 /CAL//35( 1 )(iii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

WSfnlT, 12 TTT^, 1997 
OTQRET 

31T. 1273.—y.d'iSM -4K1I% 

ft! P^Hlclf'Hrd TERR 3TTt?^R atfferPpm, 1961 ^frRT35^t 
TbfrTTT (1) % t5 u 5 (ii) % Rrlh. 3t|A|5R PldH % (, % 37tftb 

MW ‘ffifWM 5 rt MMerfan WT tr “Mwh" % wf % 

STtfbt M^l *141 % : —- 

(i) WbSigMlHfab; 31619 6fal *lfWi «Wl I 

(ii) bE imi) tuM Mi-uTbil 

Mrvt -SfrWt ffaftb W % fab; M % 31 

tht Wfat, b aifatME srjHfrR Meet, 

tfajtffafl frbb, ^ 951*1 Tfa, fW#-110016 
fa faM, Wt 

(iii) <15 yd , T) sit} % 31 umi efai-nOfaiT «uf5 c ti 

#0T fa bW (bl) MTrffayFE (W)' 

(75) MM? b«n fasilPfF si^rhr WbFi 
3% (fa 3TFPTR 3bgW3TTbbR bfafabFE (fJ) 

fafar afaffabt 3 ffat farab bw % Mr swfr 

fafarbb, i96i fa *trt 35( i) 3 M fa MM Met 
951 fjdfa «tl\M 31Tb-Wb1fabb 

fa M bFfjtt MMt I 

Midi 5iT NTH : 

3ft Milt Aftttitl tfatfa, 

3lfa tflfltls, ffaMrT-517507 

W 3lffr7J^lT ffafa 1-4-96 ft 31-3-99 wfa 3lfafr % 
Mb, bfrW % I 


fimufl; i- ~<RRfyufa (i) “Mt" iifa % fab wg 
faf Wtti 

2, Midi M>1 t^lM fWl 'J1IUI % fa ^ 3l^9lb4 fa 
3|qflj <MiSI-) % Rm, 3||MMit 3ll<J«M/31l4 ,: bt 
* ffaTEE () fafat MfTfMER 3 faTSb WIT 
t % Tnttpt atrtm bfafabPE (^fa, 
Mic-wtufa far hRim'i 3 3fafar fat, srjRfai 
fa 3Mb brtf % fare 3 Mb; arrfab-bb bit 

Rl'HMI fa Httjfl Mitll ^ I 

[TPM : 1692A^.fr.R.M/'3T?.tE.(^Z)/W/b v bt- -20/35( 1)(li)] 

gfa?T jJRIR, dRR ffaypj, 

Calciums, ’ c 12th March, 1997 
INCOMT TAX 

S. 0.1273.—It is hereby notnM Nr general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of the Organisation : 

Sr) Venkateshware Institute for Medical Sciences, 

Alipiri Road, Tirupati-5i7507. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten- 
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sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta 
through the Commissioner of Income-Tax/ 
Director of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six cop¬ 
ies of the application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, Qe-, 
partment of Scientific & Industrial Research, 

[No. 1692/F. No. DG/lT((E)/AP-20/CAL/35(lX»)] 

MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director, 

tfW+Tll, 14 RT< 1997 

wroT 

WT. 3R. 1274.—irflOT IF) ^11711 t 

f*FT TiHlelRsIn "BEt, 31FWT SlfaPpiR, 1961 41 *1111 35 
( 1 ) % urws (ii) 4 fan airwf^nm % fajm 6 % snffa 
f^Rld HTftffilft SRI I-iHRiRsIu stiriT RT' 1 tjR'' % <1*1*1 % 
375Rtfer f43T w % :— 

(i) (iheM Rnn^teih eltai U$Imi l 

(ii) try -119') 4X44iidf3iT 

ftysR°i farfto frf % ffn?, 74<6 tnf 4 3i ^ 
6*6 'S^iPi'ti ^ sOwiPion <hj<1m*'i 

"dleilPutfl ^-110016 

4) aiftr 

(iii) art|^7T^TRaT--qfl^TTlrf^ 

%rsn 4 t TTftl (<*) anwt (^?), 

(13) Tif^ra ir*n 3flei)Pi«h arjitaET fijvm 

(ij) OT4+< 3hyqef/3ti i i ( M H5iPt^)(i c t> (^JZ) 
fX-lXi ^XlPt^K i( PfR tj'ld-l T Tsm $ sftr 3U<t1R 
3Tft#m, 1961 4t tfTCT 35( 1) 3 4 f^rtJt 

*NI ft^PftTTJtl$<3 I-h(IIXRI 37T7t-«m 

4f 4 Rwjn 'Ami I 

■FFB^t -sn ‘31X1 : 

nft^r ii«nT*j2 ( 

93/1, 7h6Rfctn-700009 

^iffeR-J^TT 1-4-95 ^ 31-3-98 MMi 4) 3t4v % 

ftTRUVI^t I 

: 1. (1) “ERl"XRlTWf%f^Ii^PI > 

T# XRni 

2. Ti'ion 4t ^3u<t fX 4 !! slum % fXr^ 

3Wft1 4ai’l % feTt( 3173317 3uyqn/3tid4)< 
R4ti37 C%z) f^TT^r Xraifa^iK 3 trih^xtstu 
$ % iuizttt TT 3nwt tnnfX^Tmr cqz), 
Riei'ti'fll 4) (O'! yfnXl 3 


3ff SUlfa ^4 % W7 fj i%T7 OT^I-'qil 4) 
fa^TFI 4) 1EH111 

[771371 : 1693/RT'.li. T T.'^./3T.'31.('^)/^<J. 4.-41/35(1 )(ii)] 

3R77 

Calcutta, the 14th March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1274.—It is hereby notified for general informa- 
■ (ion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Association” subject to the following conditions :— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(ill) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissonerof Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 3 5 of 
the Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation: 

. Bose Institute, 

93/1, A.P.C. Road, Calcutta-700009. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1 -4-95 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1693/F. No. DG/IT(E)/WB-41/35( I )(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 
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TidTiTT, 17 'rH 1997 

. 31144*1 

TIT. 3TT. 127S.—R«fRRJR u l nft yftlfl RhTI -annf 

f* Pi*-ifcif«ici TETH-T Tit, 37TTT1T Tlfllf-EPT, 1961 Tit fiHi 35 Tit 
TTRITT (1 ) % ta u s (ii) % Pm. 37TTT1T PlRH % Pl4H 6 % Tf^ttT 
frfel TTf«TT1I7t URT fRC#rft371 wff TT “TTTm” % Wf % 
3T#T TEptlftT flflTT TTT t :— 

(i) TRIST STJ^tRH TiTTf % f?TH TRET 7^731 Tl%TT TI^TT; 

W 

(ii) TH 3(9-) 3i^|tIR *144)Turf TJT RTi TlRt* 

fTTET win fneftr t 4 % firr t4 % 31 
tTTi IlfiH, %lPrTi T 3EJ7TTTT fTEPT, 

“ JteflPlTit MTT”, ^tte, fTOTt-110016 

Tit ^JRTl; sftt 

(iii) TIT (4 i4t, qt} % 31 TTi eloi-HflWT 

■^73T Trt -srftr (n) sttttit tfiMttti (W)’ 

(75) TlfTr ^f?lPm 7TTT TfteitPW 3FJTftIR faYET, 
3lt7 (T) 3IITTE 31RJTT/37TTTE TITf-T^rin (7|Z), 
prTi4i TtnftlTiR 3 Pitl TfildH Midi % 3?fT 3TTTT1T 
TlftPlTR, 1961 Tft TTO 35( 1) 7ft Tf ft7T^ f^TT 
TTT *l4TfaffttcT % 'Mi't 5) ^mh-hOP^T TIIT-wit 
fSTHTTit *ft TOfT ntm I 
tl'io-i TIT TTR : 

RffyiftfqM T?riS hTbIUm, 

3^-632004, dPlHHI^ 

TE TlftlTJTTT PETtTT 1 -4-95 7t 31-3-98 TT7 Tit TTTfa % 
fm, TTTTt % I 

feu4(f|t : 1, JH^WWf (l) “7Pf”^t7TT-wt%fWIWX 

*njT st'ii i 

2. 4uo-i Tit ysiici fsm Jiicii ^ P?i ^ 3 h^h15 t i Til 
37TPl TTT% 4l Riy, TfTTTiT. TTFJTTT/TTTmT 
■pr^lTT (7g<7) Pll^i ^tTTPlTiR 7f tPtht nsm 
t, % TltTR 7t 3TFTTR R?lPl4VITi (7JZ), 
TRTT7TT Tit 4)-I >1 Pi'll Tll^sn Tit, SPJEtTT 
Tit 3WPl 4 ®i4 % 44t 7f Pt>H TT^TT-TTTit 
. • 75: yRi*ll Tlf^IT, ^^iiPi<n T aflljtfhn TPJTTTTT 

flfMFT TftTrajT TRT111 

[717911: 1694/^.7t.E.t^./TF.T1,(7^)/T1Wet,T : T.-31/3S( 1)(ii) ] 

g^lTI^RR, SETT Pl^KITi 

Calcutta, the 17th March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. 0.1275.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 


section 35,of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
"Institution” subject to the following conditions:— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific * research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav- 1 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation: 

Christian Medical College & Hospital, 

Vellore-632004, Tamilnadu. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1 -4-95 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations, 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income-Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta 
through the Commissioner of Income-Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six cop¬ 
ies of the application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, Dd-7 
partment of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1694/F. No. DG/IT(E)/TN-31/CAL/35(l)(ii)j 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

1 TuHTitII, 19 RH, 1997 

34I4J4M 

*1.37T. T276.- 1 -w4'HITK u i T>t u.d'^SKi Tjf’TET [4)41 'Jiieii % 
f4i f-iifcrifcsici w'lon T?l, 3TTTT17 TrfTfTTR, 1961 Tft T1JI 35 T7 
TTTTTT (1) % 75T5 (iii) % fwj; 3HTOT Iwi % IWT 6 % 
37%ftr RiRsn Tlfanrft SKI Pi*—iR nDaei TRl? TT 1 '777m” % 77T 7 ) 
^1 37t[j-i Ti^Hifcn Rm TTT % :— 

(i) wueS'i 3i jHtu-t *141 % Rriu, 37TPT e)*aj T%TI t<^4| I 
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( ij) TF Tin-) ^iPiti 3T^t*THTI^Nt c *i| < JTTIT QTi Tiffin 
1 ffiefrui ffirfffi T^ % ffilP; IK^ T^ % 31 Tf 
.*tm 3tfTT, ^iPl'ti T sftlltffin aEpfTTT ffinET, 
flutPlT.'t TO, Tfe, Tf.ft^-110016 

nt ^'j| j m, 3^tr 

(iii) Tl? m-ita T^% 31 TtsftjTI dT) <rl<ai- T ffi'8jtr Tiffin 

#st uffi (n) anwt hciPh^r; (^z), 

(15) TffilT ^sllffiTi 7TOT 3?leilPin a^«lH ffifrFT 
3ffc (T) mmt aiTgTT/TfRni (igT) 

f(ffilfVT>K ^t f=lTl tind-l H-Sfll % sIIT 31|t|eti< 

nffiPm, 1961 5ft TT3T 35(1) ff Tt Ti ftFfif ffilTT 
TTT <H4ffiKn$<t%TTt’^i eloi-TflffilT STIT-oh 4 ! [feni 5 * 
nt Ht mxju tAui I 

hho-i m tet: 

TTiwmf nnxftnft^Tfrrfaernif^, 

, 4Em 3^r^raK-380009 

TF nffi7JTTt ffirtn 1 -4-96 it 31 -3-98 TT7 Tit nTffi % 

Rm, thitI % 1 

fioiuf) : 1 . dM(i=M5rcf ( 1 .) “3ffi”''$WI 

T?f flTTl 

2. 3T T I3TTit7J^f^Tnnt'fn'A STJEffiTTit 
3TTfT Tci4 % THU OTTTvt 3TFJW/3TRWH 

fnvStn (tjz) frT% affiiffinK Tf ieht nfciT 
ti % tthto 3 ntmi mpiN^i-* (f3), 
'■ Turnd i nt #r Tfrrt 3 nffirT nt, 3Ej4ffiH 
• t 4 ar^ffef TTFt % 7ffiT ^ ftfriT nffirr-TT nt 
"s: ufirat ffifrFT nt mgr nm % i 

[3ffiS3T : 1695/T?5P. : H T T-^-/ 3 1T.^.(^)/WT75ft.-69/3S(1)(iii)] 

g^TT^EfR, 3151 ffi^in 

Calcutta, the 19th March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

-S. O,. T276 :—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the'organisation mentioned below has been approved 
t>y the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 


(iii) It shalj submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions'*, (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and ($) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation : 

Lalbhai Dalpatbhai Bhartiya Sanskriti Vidyamandfr, 

Near Gujarat University, Ahmedabad-380009. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not appty to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cate and well in advance for further extension 
of the approval, to the Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-l ax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction , 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1695/F. No. DG/IT(E)G/CAL-69/35( 1 )(iii)] 

MIJKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 
' * 

nWT>dl, 31 ■RTSf/1-997 

3u*m 

T7T. 3TT. 1277.—iffiTTTTT 11 ! Tit U.dt^KI 3jPm fV-lj Tltll t 
fatfdHf'HryM 3ET3T Tit, 3TFRTT arfafWT, 1961 T?t TT3T 35 nt 
TTTTCT (1) % « u s (ii) % Rut, 3HI9 =m Pihh %ffim 6 % SftftT 
ffifgr sttt faHRiftsifl mf m “m*m" % % 

33MtT apjrjff^T f^TTT mmi % : — 

(i) 

(ii) W 3TT^ arjITTpr wttTH tTT tTt^Tlfet 

Rt«it u i frrftr % frrn; 7c^ 31 Rf 

d=t) TTf^IT, 3TnPi't! T ajtsjiniTi SpppiPT frfrFT, 
iJhEitP l Bhl frTT, -RFfMt ffe, Ti fTwft-110016 
Tit tt%n, sftr 

(iii) T731^57^% 31 31TtJjTt TTTt^-TltfaTTTlffirt 
ctisii Tit irftt (ti) ttttttI HeirH^i^ (), 

(35) TrfTT TTI sthstfl 7 iTi aEJtTTH f5frFT 

3frt (T) 3TTTTT 3TEJTT/3TPTT71: HSlfd^lT- (3fT) 
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if d«K1 <H J Ic31 H-5C1I $ SIFRiT 

aifapTOT, 1961 WIT 35( 1) ^ ^ ^ t^Plf 
^ ^ ^ 3TFT-^TT tiTIR 

■Jffr *ft y<-^a "tAoi I 

«F.9'HI UlTPfldW 

rfl^T gTW , -^^ft-110001 

, 1-4-96 ^31-3-98 

f&T 51^ 11 

feuiufl : 1, ■39T^pnfRf (1) ‘‘7tKT''%ITWf %%1T.WJ 

-H?) pPll I 

2. fPlcH °F) 7[5)i4 ft 4! 

anfa ^r?rr% % ftm; iroi 3TF^T/3TPm 
(tgZ) fSR% ijftlftTCT:if TTTT TOI 
% % tiwtp ^ -aiFPn: MfdPft^ (fz), 
* 661 ^x 11 'sr! nffa yRi^i an^<H , 3pp)^T 
^it 31^ftf 48pi % ftrt( arfcpf-Tf 
ftriiFi ^rt trap ^orr 11 

[7P51T: 1696/iIT.7i.TA/31T.^.(^p)/i1? : T.^.-98/35( 1 )(ii)] 

TpWfTIR, 3ER f-ftw 

Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1278.— —It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (l) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
3 I st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
3 1 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 


Name of Organisation : 

Kamala Nehru Memorial Hospital, 

Padma Kutir, Teen Murti House, 

New Delhi-110001. 

This notification is effective for the period,from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance *for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1696/F. No. DG/IT((E)/ND-98/35(l)(ii)j 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

TWWrTT, 31 TUf, 1997 
OTEpJvt 

^rr. OT. 1278.—fpfemTTJT^T Hcl-fSRTTjfiTlIVm Wit 
ftt ftHfaftltl ■rihdH 41), 3TPTOT aiftTpEW, 1961 °F>t *4R1 35 4ft 
TRtyRI ( 1 ) % ( ii ) % fair ■>Tt'W.ft4M % fWR 6 % Srijfa 

■f^ET 3JTftWTft W\ 1-IHfGlqVI TTitf 9T ‘ 1 TtWFT ” % wf % 

aftjfa arjrflftfl fern Ttl % :— 

(i) 31614 6)«ll 4ft4i t«l J ll I 

(ii) 4lftl=h 

Rw j i ftxflq 4^ % ftrt( 4^ ^7 31 4$ 
tni 4f44, 4 afhdtPrrr 3 T 34414 ftiTOi, 

■’MlPl+'l TO, Tte, 4^ ftwft-110016 

4it aftr 

(iii) 31 3147J4T (TO clW-9j)ftl4 4lft4T 
5rfd (4t) 3TTWT treiPfisii't) d£z), 

(751) #44 3?lEj)Pl«h 3TJ44T-1 f^MPT, 

afa ( 4 ) 34444 317544/34444 Heif-ftw (^z) 
ftfl% S)4Tfp493: 3 Z44 3TB4 T54I t a|R 34444 
■Tfkrfm, 1961 4?t 4TC135(l) ^1^ ftTT^ I^TT 

441 fftPlTTT3% K "£f CrltSII-HijftRT 344-°99 fr,tHI4 
4?t 4j Sl-trCfCl 4)t4T I 
T4B4 44 414 : 

^lolcAyii L nl'i<tiit<n < i 1^115 sriiT+iei 

( A34f.T4T.TT.7ft. ) nSdlWz 3lftb -HijH UUS itHlRMI, 
icnleif'ijl ^ IIS', Rwfl-110016 

Tpr arffeTTJTOTT fVTrai I -4-95 ^ 31 -3-98 7W anPh % 
rnRUNMl % I 
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el'ii l 

2, *j'itji ^d ^iiq 'flicii % fdr^ ^d 

3iq|V ®iail %■ (cdd, ■3TFT^TT ^Hl^( { Kl/3o'i'M 
Pld-tl^i (TJ1I) ^3||f^<tiK ff ^'KS-1 H®(ll 

% % TRi^PT ^ 31Fm HBlPH^I«h (TJ7), 
c ti(rWdi r?d rfli yRidl ff Siideo ^dt, 3^diq-i 
arafa '*^1% % tfdv ff f^ 

f^FTR ^d mrju 'titii't' I 

[TROT: 1697/TTF.7t'>1.'fd./31T.W. ( ^3) /T^TUSl. -116/35( 1)(ii) ] 

* "9^1 ^1K, 3TR Ih^I* 

Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1278:—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions:— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road,- 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Acconts and also a copy of audited. 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation : 

Technology Information Forecasting & Assessment 
Council (TIFAC) Department of Science & 
Technology, Technology Bhawan, New Mehrauli 
Road, New Delhi-110016. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 


(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1697/F, No, DG/IT(E)/ND-116/CAL//35(1 )(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

G«hdi, 3i *rrd, 1997 
3TTCRFT 

^rr. 3TT. 1279:—TNfaWK'rr %l W'fjl'fl Tjfdd fJfmr -3TOT 
t % fTHftff&rf 7FT3R 3TEFR 3rffcr%ER, 1961 rfd *1KT 35, 
^d 7W (1) % IsN-S (iii) % tcTC( arpRfvt%£R%fFR 6 % 
3Ttf% fsrfjtcT urfkpfTfl (JITT RlHRlRSId ¥IciT RT 11 TTFTR’ 1 % 7T®rd 
% 31tffT 31 Rid Rf'il 'i'll^ : — 

(i) fi'ldn 3)jntfH 44 df % friq 3ic1'| cdlsll “iftdl tWl'W 1 

(ii) Tl'ildt 'riinT 44 1(41 qiPdcn 

fern Ticfe farifa % fan rid % 31 ^ 
'JftrjjPi'h'l >m, fra, ^ fofat -110016 

d) dspll, 3frt 

(iii) ngc ydfa ^d % 31 344^43 3W ^TsTT-TTftaftcT <4i[ta 

dran 51% (W\ 3TNNRT (1|3), 

(n) Tifar, sMw sppjtfB %rft 

*3% (fa 34TWT 3TPpKT/3TPreiT (t$?) 

ffafa sfaftmiT ff d'tn tj'id-t 4 soi ^ 3 % sTErar 
afalffaR, 1961 ^ URT 35( 1) ff ffad %4qT 
‘I'll ff cfal-Htlfafl 34m-'5qif %qrR 

rid %5TRj?T%t>1T,l 

TFTfaTtTTW : 

10001 

rif SfftTTjfaTT 1 -4-96 fl 31 -3-99 TOT fa -3114% % 
[rid, UMldl't' I 

[iutufl : 1. (l) ‘‘T%’’^TT^%fHtTTTP] 

-ipl fj'll I 

2. ■M‘ld'1 'H.^lll Rm -umi % fdi"d 31^91^0 qft 

% ffrtj, 3iFOTi; 3TT^T/3ipran: 

t % TUBqq qf 3RWt ~» 4P iRe * V l «b 
=hcH4>dirfd rf%5lf%fffi 31^%^ 
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Tit nipt % 3(pfcT-TT Tit 

TTt mxjtl dit-ll % I 

[WIT : 1698/T^.77.R'pT./31T.^.(^)/.^.^.--44/35(l)(iii)] 

TftoT^TRR 3TTT P-I^IT 

Calcitta, the i 1st March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1279:—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purpose's of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
section S^ofthc Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution" subji&t to the following conditions :— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) Jt shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
'Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department^of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income tax Afct, 1961. 

Name of Organisation : 

The Indian Law Institute, 

Bhagwandas Road, New Delhi-110001. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes : (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) havingjurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1698/F. No. DG/IT(E)/ND-44/35(l)(iii)j 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 


TIWTITTT, 31 131^,-1997 
3TTWT 

TiT. 3TT. 1280: — t-t4tiifyK IJ i Tit vn^SKi TjfRT fTvTT -^ildl 
% fri Pi **1 Pei Iran 4dd-i Tit, 33PPFT DTfTP-idH, 1961 Tit *TRT 35 
TttTTTTTT (1) %7sFr? (jj) % fall 3TWT IWT % fWT 6 % 
3TTTT fsrfFfl RlfaTIKt SET fTHfafad TTdf TT ‘ 1 
% STTfa 3Tpj)f^T fTITT TTT t : — 

(i) ti'idH aijtmH dddl'%Tem, a i f 'id rlisii dftidt <12011 L 

(ii) TH 3Tt43TJTTOFTTiTtftTITTf -qnTfTInfftTi 

fqqjci Pi til u TT % Pem, Wtn t 4 % 31 if^, 
7TT1 7TfH ^dlPH T afoflffRT fqvm, 

yfltilPiabl WT, ^ TFfoft TtS, f^ft-110014 
Tit ^mt, aftr 

(iii) TK Tt} % 31 aidTjU. dT> el'(s(l-M<l'^ET^dl[f|T) 
cTHH Tfd (TO 3TTWI TFTt^TTT (^Z), 
( 75 ) TTfrr, tsnfwdEn aMthn stjtttfT farFt 

3ft7 (IT) 31TTT1T 

PT-ITI ^mfl-TTiTT "£f fTn 4 n e -i d-Stll ^ ajtr 3ud°ti7 
aifKrfwT, 1961 tD wasstD^^ti^TfEr^f^n. 
TRTTtTfttcT%Tit ^ 6)t4l-9p)fed 31TT-°dd ftTTTR 
TTt vft MFiJd TttjIT I 

Wt TH W : 

uJiMiH TTRjft #-475, tZT%c3f5T-II, 

T#f^Mt-110048 

. T?3lffnf5nTl^TiTr 1-4-96 3 31 -3-97*^Tit 3irfa% 
fint; RTi4t % i 

fttqtift: 1. (1) 1 ‘ TR ” %TT wf % teFT. TIP] 

t?T el'ii i 

2. TtrZTT?T^5TTTf^TTTtTTT% fTT^ 31-5,419-1 Tit 
stTfr TTFt % firm, tuttr 3ir^cRi/3iiddit 
■fritTm (i$z) p5fr% ? ^nff(TiR ii tttzt tstt 
t % TTKTR 74 3TTTTTT WlfT^lTT (t|Z), 
TxtITitII Tit TtT RfrfTt 4 3TT^TTvt, 3TJEt<ET 
Ttt STTfil TTlT % Tir'd it PTiu 'fll^TT-TT Tit 
friOT Tit dii-11 % I 

[7T73TT : 1699/R)T.7i.ii.'pT./'»TT.Tr,(7JZ)/T(T.^t.-103/35( 1)(ii)] 

TJ^TTipTR 3TO f^TlTT 

Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1280:—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-Tax 
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Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation : 

Asian Energy Institute, E-475, Greater Kailash-II, 

New Delhi-110048. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1 -4-96 
to 31-3-97. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of lncome-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1699/F. No. DG/IT(E)/ND-103/35(l)(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

Wtll, 31 1997 

3TTTFJ7T 

TFT. 3TT. 1281:—7I«l(3t37 u l tapt 9,3^5171 7jf33 farm 3331 
% He Prefana a 7*333 3ft, stffet 3tHtHfft, i96i 3ft 3i7i 35 
9 ft sqtiHi (i) % tsnnr (ii) % stptftt Hpft % Hfft 6 % 

3T*fl-1 MifisT+iid tjITI f-F-Tfclfi39 71o'T 97 ' 1 (iv9T9'' % 7**0* 

% 3T**t9 3 R[h)P;o Pti-Hi *191 % : — 

(i) 7*939911*11 %Rnu,3TeFl ettai f^ul I 

I096G1/ 97—4 


(ii) 9E 3(9^ $$tlfi3> 33(7(919 7133* 9)19739 t(9> 

Pt9t u i farftF 9 1 * % foF7 yr^=e 9** % 31 t $ 
93T 7(f99, ^^TTpTFt 3 3T^T*TH *3919, 

tfiefrHiFfl 999 , Tte, ft^ft-nooi6 

3*1 '•*3*91, 3*t( 

(iii) 9^ yc-fW 9^% 31 93> 7ftOT-9Aftjfr*(iP5 e h 

3ft y Pa (3>) 399317 'rr^Tf-f^TW (7£9), 
(73) TTHft 3?THT31 9*9 sfaflfilFI 33(7**99 fst^FT 
3*17 (7J) 3TT99>7 3TF[99/3(T99iT MrjlPl^l't) (7£3) 
f^FT% sHflHlFTTT t* Hiti (j'ld-l M-Sdl % 3*t7 in9'ft 
3(faf999, 1961 3ft 9171 35( 1) H T*t 9^ f*73* HE9T 
99t (jatffeRT tgyt % 399-379 

3ft 'ft Fftrn i 

7*939 99 997 : 

^T7T979 7ffff(T?9 3997 fil$t( U(P99M((, 7(337-5, 
ffcrWnC99T, 9F )T99 ITrf 700091 

TIE 3THI7J33I ft9(91 1 -4-96 Tt 31 -3-98 997 3ft 3T9ft( % 
f*99 Tl'd^ft % I 

fcnFjft: 1. 33(fF33T(f (1)‘‘7i^ , ’^7i37i%f^TTT^ 

9lffEt9Tl 

2. 7*939 37* 37^9*99 3ft 

3(3ftl "Td 1-1 % ftrtt*. 3779377 3(TJ(99/399377 
f ^93 T(^)H49frlNft(97TCH7i9OT 
t % 91*99 t* 3333)7 ME 1*97*99 (fZ), 
3)^T33ft7ft3 3HT3f^3(T^T3ff, 3(5^ 
3)t 379ff( 9«ft % TT 1 **! *t *37t( 39^7(9-99 3)t 
Hl'TTF 3ft Mtrpl <?)(-il % I 

[793(7: 17CX)/33T.7l3.ft./33.3r.(^)/3W53^4.-35/35(1 )(ii)] 

■g^igFFT, 3137 Ph^W 

Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. 0. 1281: —It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
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Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 


Name of the Organisation : 

National Council of Science Museums, 

Sector-V, Block-GN, Bldhan Nagar, 
Calcutta-700091. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 170Q/F. No. DG/IT(E)/WB-35/CAL/35(I)(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR. Addl. Director 


31 tH, 1997 




<61. 3TT. 1282;—ttdftfiHi tjfftd I=ti4l 'dldl 
% Iftr Pi <-1 lei Ran ft'id-l "sf), 3un c t>< 1961 RRT 35 

■^ft T9RRT (1) % (ii) % leld, 31TMR Pfh*H % Pidh 6 % 




3T*ft-f 3i jHiRm Pctmi ddl % :— 


(i) ftudd «m4Tftr [cm, 3ici'i s iP($ A ii Vtsldl I 

(ii) 48 319-) ft<4*ft "hi'iT'^TXnpqiffi+ 

Rmt u i tPI< i ftt fem, ftt 31 

Mr $jHiPm ^ fftRFT, 

iMPit;! wi, ^ fomft-110016 


(iii) M yri)=h ftr 31 3i c fcj4R d4> cldH-wftPfeRT eup^di 
^GTT Tft (^t) STTWI (f^), 

(73) 3llPl<Ti MT fftRRT, 

ftft (t)) 31FRFT 33TgM/3TTMR ‘-UJlPl<(*l'*i (3J3) 
ftniftmiR ft to eiud-i Hefll % sftt aiTMrt 


arftrPm,-1961 *ift rrt 35 (i) 

Mdl ®fi)ft ePiai-HOfiaRt 33RT-°H<1 fe«l*( 

'ft e fA*il I 

ti J ib r T 1IH ; 

'«IR<M« 3lfa> SPiRI 7MIT ftl?, 

xnft^r, '51^-400016 

M arftnjMi ftpw 1 -4-97 ft 31 -3-2000 mt arafft 

% ftlT 5tMl<Pi % I 

finpift : 1. (1) 

FftTII 

2. TRIM IjJJIFI ftrn ’■3RH % fti ft StTjftlM ^fft 

% fein WTMR 3TPJM/3TTMR 
(^?) ftmftrnT ftftnTR TM7 
f % Tnwm ft cfvr ^irifftftmr (ijp), 
ftfa TJftftf ft aiyftM 

“pft ftrTT*T*Jft fftn/ 3tl*)<RI-M4 dft 

ftTOFT ^ift IRtJfl { 6'HI % I 

[ftWT : 1701/b^ft.iT.fft./3TI.^r.(tS?)/M3/M.-56/3S( 1)(ii) ] 

■gftro'grqR, am 


Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 


INCOME TAX 


S. 0.1282:—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-scction (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Association” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific* Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 


(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (I) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 
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Name of the Organisation : 

Diabetic Association of India, Raheja Hospital Road, 

Mahim, Mumbai-400016. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1 -4-97 
to 31-3-2000. 

Notes : (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1701/F. No. DG/IT(EJ/M-56/CAL/35( 1 )(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Add!. Director 

W*PtTI, 3 3Tita, 1997 

3mWT 

'til. 3TT. 1283: — Ptim 'flim 

% f^T fHHftriRud TP13fr Slld+t STfilf-t-NH, 1961 35 

'fit (1) % ra u -5 (ii) % letd. 3IW<6< f-ldfi % Pinn 6 % 

frrflET TnftTtrfr set ftE#rftan trA ^ u tr*ik’’% wf 
% sTtfbr frfrrn *mi % ,•— 

(i) ti'io-i 3ppifrR^)EiT%ftTt(Turin rHsii < *ift9iT# I Tri 

(ii) "EF ^if-i^' $PjRft(TTTWdt 't>i4T W y.'ti qirtqi 

Uc'W frrtffrr % RlU, % 31 'R^ 

w Tif^r, -q 3flei)Pi«h ftropr, 

iMfwt w, tte, ^ ft^ft -110016 

(iii) W7I^^%31 

#0T 'SrfcT (tF) 3TlWt (^Z), 

(H) ttfaq TT®1T sfltilPl'n 3EJ1TOTT ftwi 

sfa (fr) 3TTOF7 3TPJW3FWt (tgJ) 

f3R% fr' -^RT EE3E EFET t 3ffr 33FPFT 

s#m, 1961 ^ tnu 35( i) 3 ^ fftrd 

’Ptl RNfrET aiEJ-Oiiii rts<SI«l 

sft W'KJrl <*><i|| I 

7ET33 ■BRI^TR : 

ft THTtf 3lfrF ftPTsf, 

10, nun^ielti ^ ftwft-110001 

EF 3TftrtJ^RTftW 1-4-96 Tt 31-3-99 aEtffr % 

ftltj UTOft 11 

ftmufr; i. di|ij=w*nf (i) "Ffa"3*iTwf%ftp*Fipj 
-nO ?)'ll I 


2. ti* wn 'FRIT% Pr> f 3i^hI<^i 

3iqfVf % ftP7 3TTtm 31Tg^T/3Tnm 
(1JZ) drJ'Icil 4£dl 

t % -RTWin ^1 3TETOT (^), 

tid^Tll *Ft tfli y[fl4T ~ft, TTjfrRT 

'fr Rtiu, 

ftDIFT ^7) MWJCl 'tie'll % I 

[TteF : 1702/TO.UE,ft,/3T,^.(7^)/TTWtR.l^.--47/35( 1)(ii) ] 

■g^TfTlR, 3TO! fttow 

Calcutta, the 3rd April, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. 0.1283:—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (I) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Association” subject to the following conditions :— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (!) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of the Organisation : 

The Mothers Institute of Research, 

10, Talkatora Road, New Delhi-110001. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) havingjurisdiction 
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over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1702/F. No. DG/IT(E)/ND-47/CAL/35(lXii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

WTO, 31 ENf, 1997 

sheer 

EH. 3H. 1284:—Eft fftRH ETCH 

% ftp Pi M RlRio ftHZH Eil, 3HHEE SlfftlftHH, 1961 Eft HRT 35 
Eft HEHIRT (1) % EPrff (ii) % fiiv, SHEER PlEH % fftEH 6 ftl 

steH fqfpn nrfftEnft skt ftrRfti Raw Eraf hi '' ftwiz '' % wf 

% STiflE ST^rftfEE ftfiET EET % :— 

(i) tt'id'i St-j^iER < tii < iT%ftiy,31(44 PltSI Ill'll I 

(ii) HF StM'l ^ifuE) ST^EEH '♦kmTEiT U,E> Elf^Ei 

ftTHTH fftrftH Eft ft) ftlR ytVlE) Eft % 31 Ef 
EE) ErfftE, ft^nfftET E SildlPiE) -STJEEH fftETH, 
ft faftP l Eft EEE, ft?, H!) f(R#-110016 

Eft ftftftir, 3fR 

(iii) EFEPftErEft%31 SR^ET HE1 fttm-Hft«ftH HlfHET 

Eft Ufn (E)) OTHER EFTfaftw (^Z), 
(73) TtfftE ft^lPiE) EET sfleftPlEi OTjftHH fEVFT 
ftfa (E) SHEER OTIJHfl/OTHEE EFlfftftEIET (^Z) 
fftzftr ftHlfftEHT ft fftE RPT3E E^EI * OTHER 
SrfftfftEE, 1961 Eft ERT35(1) ft ift H$ fftlft fftHT 
EEl SHE «14 ft-tSlH 

Eft ftt eA'M I 

ftHZH ETT ETE : 

■^Frfthil^ Eftn E)Tt fluft ifH 

fftftaftwf TtS, EfftRHZ-387001 
EH Stf’E^EHT IftRTE) 1 -4-97 -ft 31 -3-2000 HEt Eft 3TEfE 
% R-iy EElftt % I 

f>.«tun : 1. SM^EHERf (1) ,, RtE”ftRHEEft%lHITiEIHJ i 

Etff FtEI I 

2. ti'io-i Eft ft t u Eini t’fEift 3 i-jh1<;i Eft 
OTHfft EElft % firm, SHEER STFJEH/SHHEH 
fftftTlE) (t|Z) fftEft) ftElfEEiK ft ftHZE isai 
$ % HTtEH ft 3HEER EHTfftftETE) (^Z), 
ERIERE Eft #T nfftnf ft snftEZ Eft, OTjftKZ 
Eft SHEfV EETft % ftEE ft fETH snftEZ-EE Eft 
fEETE Eft y+rjd ERET & I 

[EE5H : 1703/W.ftxfft./3H.E1.('rjZ)/EHI/fti 1 -10/35( 1)(ii) ] 

'gftRT'gRTR, SHRfftftTTEr 


Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. 0.1284:—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
'Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
Tax/Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its au¬ 
dited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in 
respect of its research activities for which ex¬ 
emption was granted under sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation: 

Muljibhai Patel Society for Research in Nephro- 

Urology, Dr, Virendra Desai Road, 

Nadiad-387001. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-97 
to 31-3-2000. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Dircctor of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1703/ F. No. DG/lT(E)/G-l0/CAL/35(l)(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

ERHERTT, 31 ETft, 1997 
OTHER 

EE. OT. 1285:—ETftETETT 0 ! Eft tjffto fErHI eicii 

^ ftp PlMfinflild tl'ldi Eft, SHEER sftftPlEH, 1961 Eft HRT 35 
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ft) dM^iki (i) %73r°j? (ii) % Rig % Run 6 % 

% STtftH Si'}Hi fin fftqi TRT % : — 

(i) ft'iod t ni i ftft Rim, 31ei'i $331 qftqi telhii I 

(ii) 3^ 3mft ^nPw SpJTIriT'l «hi4f3!l 9,4) 4lft t t> 
fftrrq Tir^» fftftta 3 ft ft ftm taftw ¥%3W 
33? Tjfm, ft^lfftf 3 aMPlifi 3Pjft3T3 fa^FT, 
ft l fttfi l ft t »133, ^ Rfftfft Tte, M ftcftt-110016 
ft) ftftm, aftr 

(iii) 3F 3ftft 31 33 c t<j^< TT^j <kltail—^ITtScftTT qift't' 

H13T 3ft 3ft (3?) 3TFm (^), 

(is) Tfara t^nPw 33i aftfttfftf; srjftR tWr 
afR Or) srum 3ng37i/37Pm hbiPt^i^ (Tgz) 
fftft ^nftWK ft fftn wr -ron t afft zrnwx 
arfbrPPFr, i96i ft) tiro 35( i) 3 ft ^ fftrft fft^t 
H4I ftftftni sjjlftft^ft tilol-HclftRT 3h3-®HH fttuH 
3?) 'ft M'RJrt ft) J 111 

tfildn 33 HIH ; 

ft; Rtcmi ftfai htftftlftl uncs Hisiftw, 

ft rr w i WM< i, 9/i, aro^-gisrftffts, wpww -700001 

71?" 37fiRJ^rr fftftSF 1-4-96 ft 31-3-99 33? 3ft 3T3fa % 

Ift^wnft 11 

fe m nft: 1. TT^Trftl)‘‘ft , ’ft7ITftftftffti)'e : 1T^ 

-1?ft ft 1 !! I 

liqfij 33Tft ft RlH 37T33?T ^l^ c Ki/3iN < 4>< 
fftft(I3? (?J3) ftift ft3T[ft3ilTft efildl HSfll 
f % -PTWI ft 31T33?T C^S), 

'fcrl'tidl 3?t ftftj -jjfrpft t)‘ auftp? 3v(, STJkftl 
3ft 33^fft H^lft ft ftfttjft fttft 33lft3-333?) 
ftWPT ft) 3*33 3331% I 

[ft?591: 1704/q^.ft.73.ft./3TI.7F.('^)/TO/^?^.ftt.-3/35( 1)(ii)] 

*j^>5fi (f HK, 3T3C Pl^l+ 

Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. 0.1285:—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions:—- 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 


‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation ; 

The Btrla Institute of Astronomy & Planetorium 

Sciences, Blrla Building, 9/1, R.N. Mukherjl Road, 

Calcutta-700001. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(1) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1704/F. No. DG/IT(E)/WB-3/CAL/35(l)(ii)J 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

3?*13F31, 31 tlTft, 1997 

3R37KT 

3?T. 33. 1286: —'riftriTtlTF'T 3?t U. 04 SHI fftqi '■jIKIF 
% fttt R'-'iRiRsm H'ltsi 3?t, sftftfftTri, 1961 "4ft riRT 35 

ft)3W3 (1) ft (ii) % ffttt 33333fftH % fttpr 6 % 
3nfaTFTft URT ftpftftfftrl Tift 3T “ ft3 ’ ’ % ft^ft % 
■Stftfa 3ppftftrl ft)31 J mi % : — 

(i) TETH-t StjtrltIFT [ciU,3tcl J l7ftt3r3ft7nT<9['li I 

(ii) ^sUfts*) 3 )nT3i 1 0TT3lft i t> 

ftq< IJ l ftxflq % ftfb; ycftqi 4ft ft 31 ^ 
63) 7ftft3, 3 3iftfjlPi 3T^ftriTH fftHTH, 

ftftftftftf *133, TT5, ^ ft^ftt-110016 

ftt afk 
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(iii) "9F 3^ % 31 Titi ^73T—TT^tfSrTfT mRth 

#3T 95) TTf^T (95) 3719957 (t£Z), 

(i3) 7rf93 ^iPtf 39 T sMfw 37377919 f99T9 
3ffT (IT) 399957 379(99/39999 hSlR^I4i (^Z) 
f^FT% 4f fqfl 77939 M«dl D sftl 399957 

3lf9f-i99, 1961 9f) ITKT 35( 1) 3 7$ 9^ ftlT^, ft59T 
991 t$Z%4l")l) 0<sll-90l%TT 399-000 fb+Hl9 

9f) 4) TTRJ3 95^9 I 
77939 oRT 9T9 : 

777 5JT1T -flOlffi 9177 Afi*t9 ftpTEf Rl+ooeO, 

TOll 779 9l(19 ok till, *(7«<$-4000Q4 

9T 3lffi7J99T f99795 1 -4-97 $ 31 -3-2000 995 95) 379ftj 
% feTT( 7^ 11 

fetquR : 1. 39*f999Ff (1) ‘' 779' ’ 7737f % %9 99^ 

Tifr ?ptt i 

2. tbld-l 9>) ^1(99 Pj9i >4191 ^ ^UoloH 9f) 

arsftr «fs A % fern. 399957 39399/399957 

R^l°h (7£<T) f^T*T% 9lxifij4ik *f 4’ld-l H60I 
t % 97»T9 7) 3719957 HPlR^W (^Z), 
«+>c4=Htii 35) cfR ilRiol 7? 3u^<H 35), STJTTtcT’I 
35) 379fa 99 t 4 % W 4f M 3713199-93 3ft 
f9979 9i) u«l<V 95791 ^ I 

[TW : 1705/tT95.43.f3./^.3r.(T^)/3^Vq3 2S/35( 1)(ii) ] 

TjffcTl [}>Hl7, 3197 t-PoFT35 

Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. 0. 1286: —It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution" subject to the following conditions;— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
Tax/Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31 st October each year, a copy of its au¬ 
dited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 


audited Income & Expenditure Account in 
respect of its research activities for which ex¬ 
emption was granted under sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation ; 

Sir Hurkisandas Nurrotumdas Medical Research 
Society, Raja Rammohan Roy Road, 
Bombay-400004. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-97 
to 31-3-2000. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1705/F. No. DG/IT(E)/M-25/CAL/35( 1 )(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 


95H9597, 31 firef, 1997 

Jiiatil 

cfiT. 37T. 1287: — H^RTMIt 11 ! 3f) Rfl^gRl TjfalT 'Ml 5J|TnT 
t f35 pHHfcl fiafl 77939 95), 3719957 3lftlPT99, 1961 9>) 9T71 35 
9f) 399T71 (1) (ii) ^5 ftltj 339957fwi % 1999 6 % 

379)9 MtrnrrftFFrft urt RnfoRan 713)97' '7)7*119' ’% wf 

% 3p))9 31^4)I'M Ml 331 $ :— 

(i) 4'leJI 3^4oH 35l3f^5'ft : 1l(3iei9 TrleJl oftoi 77391, 

(ii) 9T 3794 3TJ99T9 +)<■)*)) onoT95T U,o> 9lfif(95 

fq9<u[ 977)95 f3rf)3 9*f % fcTR 99)95 9*1 95 31 9^ 
335 7Tf33, ■%fit35 9 3fl7i)fil3i 3737)313 19919, 
3fl ^ilP [3f) TO, 7t5, 9^ MD-11Q016 

35) 44)01, sfl7 

(iii) 9T 99)959*14531 373397 3357479T-9flf&9 9lf$95 
4)731 35) TTfcT (35) 3719357 H?lM¥l95 (), 
(73) 7Tf%3 %lf495 99T 3Mf935 3737T9T9 13919 
3fR (9) 37T9357 371^99/3779357 T7Fll9^7135 (^Z) 

^)3lftl35R 4 139 7)939 9^91 1 3^7 3TT9357 
3##T99, 1961 3f) 9T7T 35( 1) 4i ^) 91 iTTT^ 1M 
973 773fi}9 7J7 353H9 ^7gi-97)f8J9 3TT9-'579i f%7TI3 
3f) 9) 97^9 31)911 
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tl'ie-i =FT iih : 

Ifa fa/fa),famrt njJ-4 

mwifa Rnftii, mm vutfa unf, 

ijc£3(fate), **fa-so 

dtf fafajddT Ifaim 12-3-97 fa 31-3-98 dm fa Slfafa 

faffar Wl)t I 

ftwft : 1. dd^ddfa (1) “fafa’fatdfafafaffadWL 

faffadi 

2. ttdmfatjsddlfan'siddtffafa arpfadfa 

STdffr d<SI-l % fan 3ll49i<. 3ny9<l/3ll49i<. 

ffatfim (^Z) ffadfa fafafadR fa TO TO 
f % tntzrq fa 3ddmt ttfafaifm (^H), 
9i61 diTil fa cfa Uffat fa 3dfad fat, Sl^Hlq'l 
fa aroffa % trfa fa fan sufai-md fa 
w. dffatffaRmfadRjdmtmt i 

[tfad : 1706/n^fa.f 1,fa/3d.m. (1$Z )/Tm/dR. -177/35(1) (ii) ] 

y^iii 3>9U, 3TO Pi^i9i 

Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1287:—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
Tax/Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions) 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, b> 
the 31 st October each year, a copy of its au¬ 
dited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in 
respect of its research activities for which ex¬ 
emption was granted under sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 196!. 

Name of Organisation : 

The Kelkar Education Trust, C/o S.H. Kelkar & Co. 
Ltd., Lai Bahadur Shastrl Marg, Mulund (West), 
Bombay-80. 


This notification is effective for the period from 12-3-97 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes : (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income T ax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1706/F. No. DG/IT(E)/M-177/CAL/35( 1 )(ii)j 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 


mumdl, 31 ttlfa, 1997 


3TTSPJiT 


UiT. 3d. 1288:—Tdfattdf'd fa ddUCTft Tjfact ffad mitd 
% far PtHfaifau ei'IcH fa, 3ddmt afarf-rdd, 1961 fa) *hki 35 
fa AM^IKI (1) fa 73 lr $ (ii) fa fat( 31 ITT< Ih 99 fa ffaR 6 fa 


f TT “fat” fa Tfaf fa 


Sfrlfa SFjfafaTfarm wt:- 


(i) 

(ii) 


(iii) 


faioH aTJtdd-Tmrdt faffaf 3dm fam fafdt tfad I 
faW3I?falfafffafafafam,3I?faf 31 fa 

urn fafa, fanfam r falfafnm fajfamd Ifadd, 

fajjfufa fas, fa ffafa-i 10016 

fa fafan, fat 


d? fa)m fa fa 31 aimjdt dm fatm-dfaffad mffim 
-fam fa) fad (m) apwr rrrrfafaim (t|Z), 
(is) fafa, farrffatdmaflfalfam^frBfa'Rm 
fat (tt) srmrt 3dgmi/3ddmt dFiffanm (^z) 
tfafa faiffaR ^ ffa farad msdi t fak atramt 
fafafad, 1961 fa *dd 35( 1) 3 fa fa ftdfa ffadl 
d9l rifaffadtjZfafaf fafa-taT— H■0ffaltT 3TPT-° i l4 RkhH 
fa) fa Wtgd fat'll I 


falHd mi -tin : 

fafatt ffaffaffa ijms famfara fafaajz, 

t^.lft.-lbl, wet! e)<9> R-ief), fadZT-1, «heimTil-700064 

dd fafafal ffaim 1 -4-96 fa 31 -3-98 dm fa 3Tdfa fa 

ffawfft I 

ffafa) : 1. Zdfadfa (1) “far"fat1TtifafaffaUEJ i 

fa) fad I 
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2. tihd-l rR 6j(<Il c l f^Rl RRlI % Rit 

3TRfil % Rrnl, 3^4Kl/3<iq4H 

Pi^W (^Z) t^R% tSlRlfaRTR^I tfRRR M«fll 
% % rerr 3 3TEm (t^), 

t+xh^tTril RTt nil Mpi4l 3u^44 Rtt, 3i^Hl4 r i 
rR srafii qsi-l % r4r 'if ftrq; H <; i -re R>t 

U: RftTRT faRTR Rlt HWjd % i 
[rim: 1707/W.R.R.fa./317.T'. ( -3 6/3S( 1 )(ii) ] 

^r?rgRTT, am Pi^r* 

Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1288.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Association” subject to the following conditions :■— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return ofits scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation : 

Process Engineering Design & Development 

Institute, AD-161, Salt Lake City, 

Sector-I, Calcutta-700064. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 


Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1707/F. No. DG/IT(E)/WB-36/CAL/35(lXii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 
RiMRirtl, 31 RT^, 1997 
OTtRFT 

RiT. 311.1289.—M^E|t)K tj i R?I Xd^SKl fRvRT <41411 

Pi'-nfcrrian fi'ien RE, 3TTERrf aif&iPHJ-l, 1961 Rft RTR 35 Rft 
TStTRT (1) % (ii) %PlER%faqR 6 % 3T#T 

■ftffrrt RTfaE# SRT Tftf ET 4 ' RE” % wf % 3T*ffa 

3EJEffel fEIET TIT t : — 

(i) w'ldi apjEEF)ETTEf ^ fetU, 31614 eitsd <krfe t ii tty'll I 

(ii) E? 3TE^ /SfUf-W 3)^REH t-ifit EufiT RE iffi 
fm VicfiRi Rftfttl ejfi % fcTP Rfi % 31 Rif 

EffiE, fiRlffiEt R TtjwlfT'f aTJEEFT fEETE, 
tfejjfilRfi ERE, 7t¥, tcfPpft-110016 

E>t 3% 

(iii) EX 31 3EEjoK 6*6 TtUI-'tfiffiE 

ftW Rrt Eft (R5) 3REEE Eflft^RTRI (TgR), 

(si) EffiE% iPtriart aMfrr arjtfEHI rrft 
aflr (n) srere 3R-^/3eeee hciPi^ (i$e) 

ftm% ttftrfEEJK fi' f«rrT iftcH T5ET t 3?|T 3EEEE 
Effifimt, 1961 Eft ETE 35( 1) 3 ft E^ fftlft f^FTXTT 
RET EftfilT ^ ^ ETE-mT ffEH 

ftl ft EftET I 

EEBE EE ETR : 

ftRTEf T(RjRlH91R ( jRsRH Ml4e< ) 

15, R#ftreft-110003 

Ef arfftfEET fftftET 1 -4*96 3 31-3-98 IRE Eft 3TRfR % 

feninfr; 1. Rif (i) "RR”^RTRrpf 

K?1 pi'll I 

2. ei'ioH Tl ft.' ! II RfrtTlf'3 i^h1<;H Rt) 
3TRfR % fcTR 3RRRR 3TrjiRT/3Tfm 
pT^Vi'h £lR[ffc|=nK tj'i8-i M-Sni 

f % TfTEqn 3TPMT (^), 

TelRIRT Rll rftR uMf 3 RT^R R’-jjTtRR 
Rfl atRfkf <aai^ %TtRR ■£(fipR 3TT^RR-RRRfft 
tf: wfcl'll f^RET RTt RRfl RTCTT ^ I 
[RHRJ: 1708/PT.R.R.f s r./3R.R1.('^)/^e1/PR.^.-119/35(1 )(ii)] 

■g^Ti ‘fRR, sm 



[WT II—T3PJ5 3(ii)] 


5115 55 TRMH : 17, 1997/$5IR5I 27, 1919 


2541 


Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. 0.1289.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Association” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 

. Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation : 

Kundalini Research Association International 

(Indian Chapter), 15, Institutional Aj-ea, 

Lodhi Road, New Delhi-110003. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 3 1-3-98. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1708/F. No. DG/IT(E)/ND-119/CAL/35( l)(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 


5)l?f5>dl, 31 5T#, 1997 

amrarr 

TFT. 35. 1290.—5lt ^d^SKI ^f#5ftl5T5n5T-t 
ftl ttOb-l 5?( aiftf-pw, 1961 5)1 5111 35 5?) 

TTfrlfr (1) % isfa? (ii) % RrlU, 39050 fnM*n % 6 % 31#fa 

ftftlT Tnft5H# £171 PHHR-iPsA 71# 57 “#7*H5” % #5# % 
31#ft f#51 551 t : — 

(i) town 3ijfftin cniyT% fetti aiei'i efrdl T#l5T I 

(ii) 5? arft #5#t 5)191 555iPi9> 

f55151 Tf#5f ft#ft 5# % ftft( 71#ftl ift % 31 

551 tift^, #7nf55i 5 ailtilPi't) 3ig#tn5 ft'iFT, 
iMPuhl555, nj 5?##l Tft, 5^ ftwft-i 10016 
^ ##5T, afti 

(iii) xi? Tiffti 5# % 3i amm 55 #75ii-5#fa:m 5iftqi 
#i5i 5 # Rft (5i) aiFm c%z), 

(13) Hft5 #?lf55Fr 551 #sfrft5T 3fJ#frF( ftttTtt 
#fll (TI) 35555 311355/31155)1 •7?lf'ft715t (^2) 
f#5# #5lft517 # fttl #535 Wt t 3ftl 355517 
aiftpm, 1961 5# 5T7T 35( 1 ) # # 5f flfr# ftl5I 
55I##ft51^#5ft##1rF- T l#f815 355-049 Ipth5 
#1 #) yttjd 5fr T H I 

#535 55 551 : 

3IlM $fsT5T 3lf'+) AHjehcH frl$-#tl, 

3#I1# W, 5$ ft5c#-110029 

5F <5ftl£55[ #5151 1-4-9S # 31 -3-98 5515# 315ft % 

ftH( W# 11 

ftoiu ft : 1. '39^55 ?Rf (i) Wf 

5#?fttl 

2. lft35 5^1j^ft5T^15ltftlfr 33T#ft5 5ft 
3I5ft 55# % f#5 355517 375pET/3715517 
##7151 () f#5% #5lft59T# town 9Sdl 
t % Tnt3Tq # 355511 R?lft#7r51 (^3), 
5619 151 511 #1 Tift# # 35#£5 5#, 31 ^##5 
5ft 315ft 5SH #1 #55 # ft)U -aiiqen-555)j 
ft'ITtt 5?t U: Tlft5T TfrtJIT 5H5T % I 
[#155 : 1709/h#i.#.5.ft./35.51.(1?3)/555/t?5.#t.-26/35( 1)(ii)] 

~rftl7T ^#51, 3151 ##7151 

Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1290.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the puiposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (I) of 


10 % GI/ 97—5 
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section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
"Institution" subject to the following conditions:— 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section ( 1 ) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation : 

All India Institute of Medical Sciences, 

Ansari Nagar, New Delhi-110029. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Comm issioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1709/F. No. DG/IT(E)/ND-26/CAL/35(l)(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

'txrl+'tfl, 31 Rfa, 1997 

31UUM 

'flRT. 31T. 1291.—gu^SKi #ld fit?91 ‘'Wirt' 
fat f-l*-iRifism fr'iu-i 33ERET arffrf-frF-f, 1961 frITT 35 

TfrtTRT (1) % ta u « (iii) % (eiR ■STRT'TX % Pi*tH 6 % 

% 3?tffa farm W i : — 

(i) fj'wn % Riu,aiciu eltsll■Ml ttshii I 


(ii) Tjy aiH-) arjfrtiFT ^19?u,°h t uPi c ti 

fteu u i farffa ^ ^ % 31 Rf 

TW Tlf^, ^ITfW ^SllPldi 3U[RUH faUFT, 
T fej)Pl3 ft F*FT, i faFvft-110016 

'4% i ti, sftr 

(iii) Writ 1 !!) 31 trltdi-MfifaRT 

#0FT 3lfa (*f) 3TTWf H?tPh^I-T (%Z), 

(13) ^fllf-t'H 7T*IT affa'lPl'h 3TJHUTTfaHFT, 

afrf (fr) mm mjw/mm (-^z) 

farfar sfaifaw 3 fan faran nfm I afa mm 

1961 tiro 3S( i) f^rr 

TFT3*T : 

ffam a#ts T^arnftvf^ntirr, 

TTfafa) tifjRT, 117, #.7fT 7t¥, ThWWirll-700035 

FF StfaljeRl fifafat 1 -4-96 1) 31-3-99 1TOT nft mfa % 

fiuprfi : 1 . TTif ( 1 ) M tfa ” ^t-ii "tfa'f % Ray CH 1 ^ 

-ltd bViI i 

2. Eiud'd nil y&MfanT ^udi %faifa 3d 

31frffr "<Mte I-) % fartt 3TPT3iT 3Tr^3tT/31FTC7 
(4^l3i () PY-14) $faTf*WR fj 'VpleH FlTcH 
t % titwttt £ mm ( 1 ?), 

■$> el•*>Til 3^1 nfa uftfa) 3 m^Ef 31'iufad 
nft mffr ^t) % 3 fatR m^t-m nfr 

faRFT n?l 3RgcT W111 

[fasiT: 17l0/t^.7t.R.fa/31T.^.(^)/TO'/^5.'^.-7/35( l)(iii)] 

7j%7T "JUK, 3PT7 Pl^stl'h 

Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1291.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule 6 of the lncome-1 ax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions:— 

(i) The organisation .shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its seien- 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
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Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissoner of Income Tax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income Tax Act, 1961, 

Name of Organisation : 

Indian Institute of Psychometry, 

Evergreen Plaza, 2nd to Sth Floor, 

117, B.T. Road, Calcutta-700035. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of Income-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

[No. 1710/F. No. DG/IT(E)WB-7/CAL//35(l)(iii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

FTtf'+tF, 31 Rift, 1997 

3TEJtFT 

cfTT. 3TT. 1292. —RefemniFFTt K,(I^5KI fe^T'3TKTT% 
fe pTHRrlfljlfl ftR3F FT), 3TTFFTT 1961 Fft FKT 35 Fft 

FFFTTT (1) (iii) % fel* fetR % felR 6 % 

wftF feflFF RTfftFFft 'srtT feRfefera Fiftf rt 11 ftPTTF '' ft> ferft 
% srftftr 3i^4)Ten feFT rft t 

(i) ftnen ai^RFFTFUR)% feu,aiei'i elrai iifiHI ttsl'ii I 

(ii) 'tc ^IH-1 at^iRET wJ’ft FiiftTFTT Fifife 
fteitui Xtftfe faTflF Fft % ftlH UeftFt Fft % 31 R^ 

fft RfeF, «+ f sMPtft arjftFR feRiR, 
sfttf l P l Fft TO, ^RFiffet Tfe, F$ f^ft-110016 
Fft ftfelT, 

(iii) Rif nftfe Fft ftr 31 fft iftt9T-Rft8ftF Fiftfe 

ftfeTT Fft nfe (FT) 3TTFFTT RFrfftftFTFT 
(IS) RfftF, ft*nfeF FRT afttitPlF. RjftRH fa'TR 
afft ( 7 T) 3TTWt 3TFJFF/3TTFFT7: HSlfH^IFT (t£3) 

fefe afefftFTR ft ffet rrff rsft t aftr rifftt 


SlfafftRR, 1961 Fft RTF 35(1) ft ft) F^ felft feRT 
UMI'FftfRF'IJtTftTFftft vfel-uftfeF 3TTR-'TOT 
Fft 'ft =tft.'N I 
ftRBFFTTRlR : 

ftyrFFT tiTfem Rfer stores' 

11-5-HIUW?1^3, ’Tf i^tfe)-110002 

m IfeRfeT 1-4-96 ft 31-3-99 FFT Fft STFfftftr 

fen RRiftt % i 

Rjeuufl ; i. wfFFFlft(i) ‘ 1 FR " ftFT FFft ftr fell FTP] 
■fe) ifPTT I 

2. ftFBFFft4]^ifenFTFTtfeft31.jft)<HFft 
3TFfft FFTft % -fen 3RFFTT REpST/REEFt; 
fefeFT (*££) ffefe ftFTffeFPlftftFFFRSFT 
f ftr RT%RR ft 3TTRFTT HFlPl^l'F C^F), 
ft^iftttt Fft #4 Rfer) ft sriftFP Fft, FpjftfeT 
Fft iwfft n^Tft % ftftn ft fen Riftn^-'Ri Fft 

fe’TFT FT) FTFTT ft 1 1 

[ffelT: 1711/n9T.ft.R.fe/RT.FT.(^)4FvT/n : T.iit.-41/35(l)(iii)] 

rjftr^r =piK, 3F1T ffeFFT 


Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1292.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions :— 

(i) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
‘Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
Tax/Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its au¬ 
dited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in 
respect of its research activities for which ex¬ 
emption was granted under sub-section ( 1 ) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 
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Millin' of (h-ganixation : 

National Cour.cil of Applied Economic Research, 

11-Indraprastha Estate, New Delhi-110002. 

Tliis notification is effective for the period from 1-4-96 
to 31-3-99. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

( 2 ) fhe organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta through 
the Commissioner of lncome-Tax/Director of 
Income Tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction 
over the organisation. Six copies of the 
application for extension of approval should 
be sent directly to the Secretary, Department 
of Scientific & Industrial Research. 

|No. I7I1/F. No DG/IT(E)/ND-41/CAL/35(1 )(iii)| 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 

fafaTrft, 31 fafa 1997 

■^TT. 3TT, 1293.—TTfalfalTT' 0 ! far Ufi^STTT Tjffafafa Rlftt t 

fat fanfafanr faicH fat, ztifart ziffafaR, i96i fat trm 35 fat 
ZTPIFI ( 1 ) % 43s ( iii) % fan StPF^iT ffaP-t % ffaR 6 % 
•tfvfa faffat IJTfr^BTft 15Ttt fiHfafam Zifa Tt ‘‘faR4TZ’ 1 fa fafa 
fa 'itfaz si-IHlfeT tfaRl Tpqt t ; — 

(i) falZZ'3T^fRTnfafafaTT 31dM Atdl stfafa ttfall I 

(ii) fafafa^ifaf 

fwR Rcfarr farfar zfa fa fan wRf ^fa fa 31 fa 

ctzT ttfaq, fanfari' ^ falfafar nrptm-t ffatFt, 

fa j falfal RRZ, zj Rfafat fa;, fa ffafaf-110016 

fat fanr, -far 

(iii) tfafa 'fa fa 31 '3 (orj«k cl =6 cfatl-fatsfaf fafai 
faT5T fat fa (fa Ttldfa tTFtffafar C^Z), 
(Tst) zrfa, tfafar fafatffa fafatm farmr 
■fa cn) 311W 3faTrT/3TTfaT TlfazfaPT (i$Z) 
fazfa falf*4fa fa fa faZT TTttt t fa OTW 
fafafaPT 1961 fat fat 35( 1 ) fa fa fa ffafa fan 
rnniTfafaT^fafafffagt-fafejct stm-tfafaM 
fat TftTfafanitl 

fazz TZ fa : 

faZT faU faffat fagRtfafe Tzrfar, 

25, tfafarffa^Rlfa, fa ffafat-110001 

fa fafaRT fTzfa 1 4-95 fa 31-3-9R Twfat afarfa 
ffarr iJifaj % 1 


ffaqfat: 1. ZT^fa (i)‘'faT’faRT fafa fafafaRTPX 

fat fan 1 

2. TPT3Z fat TpM ffaTt ZTfa % ffa fa ZFjfafaZ fat 
Ztfafa fafat fa ffatT 3Tr^^/3TTfarf 

ffaztWi (T^Z) ffatfa faZlffafaT fa TPTZZ faitt 
t fa tttwttt ^ 3TO falffafafa (7JZ), 

fatfat fat far fafatr fa stifafa fat, zTfarcz 
fat 3fafat^%^qfaffa^3tTfa«Ft-fafat 
frfaT fat farp faRt 11 

[faStt : 1712/tJ)T.faR.fa./faZfr.(Tjz)/mT.-fa,-53/35(1 )(iii) ] 

TtfaTt^ntTT, faR fafafa 

Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 

INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1293.—It is hereby notified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions 1 — 

( 1 ) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 
tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
’Technology Bhawan’, New Metirauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year; 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) Commissioner of Income 
Tax/Dircctor of Income-Tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, by 
the 31st October each year, a copy of its au¬ 
dited Annual Accounts and also a copy of 
audited Income & Expenditure Account in 
respect of its research activities for which ex¬ 
emption was granted under sub-section (I) of 
section 35 of Income Tax Act, 1961. 

Name of Organisation 

Centre for Women's Development Studies, 

25, Bhai Vir Singh Marg, New Delhi-110001. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-98. 

Notes: (I) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

I he organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 


( 2 ) 
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of Income Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta 
through the Commissioner of Income-Tax/ 
Director of Income Tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six 
copies of the application for extension of ap¬ 
proval should be Sent directly to the Secre¬ 
tary, Department of Scientific & Industrial 
Research. 

[No. 1712/F. No. DG/IT(E)/ND-53/35( 1)(iii>1 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 
■htd+fli, 31 mrd, 1997 

■ mr. 33T. 1294.—Tjfmi fmm atrar t 
fm fTmfmfad hm9i mt, 3fmm7 Trffetfmrm, i96i mt mm 35 mt 
3mnm( i) % tarr? (ii) % fern; smmm f-m % fmm 6 % -wfrr 
fmfmr Rifarnirt sm fmmfmfem trA mr "wir" % wt % 
•flittm tmmr mmr t 

(i) 

(ii) mm mnrm 

■fmrnTnr ye4=t> Ririlm % frm yc4=u % 31 m? 

ci t+> mfmrn, m 3 eitp 4H fmmFT, 

" jj idi r' i 'fl mm”, 110016 

m) ■^mr, mm 

(iii) m? mmm % 31 srmjmr mm Hmn-hrintm mPim 

mt mfd (m) anrnmm wrfttw mz), 

cm) mfmrn,%rfo=Emm 

afm(rn) armm (rjr), 

fmi% m Imm mmm Tsm t sfm 3immm 

i96i mt mm 35( 1) 3 mf fmmi fern 
tpit rnnm ~qz % mm 3 mmrT-mftfwt rnm -'imm 

mtmrnpmmrnii 

mmmimrrmim : 

^et-ls'i-tci <+iTci'ji aii'+i 

?tth, 16 %yraTrer tsi^ mr»f, 3i#, 
3ft%-400034 

mr mfmgmmfmmm 1-4-95 m 31-3-97 Timm) mmfm% 
fan mmmt 11 

fmxcmft: 1 . ( 1 )‘‘fafafarnfar^fauntT 1 ] 

-i? i #tmi 1 

2. ^i'lAd ml [441 -mien i?fafa ai^Hi<j-i fa 
3imfm mfa % fan; arrqmr airtjmr/aimn: 
fTfarm () fanm afafamK mrnm-i m mi 
t % mimm 7) q^if-ifaiT, (^z), 

mmrmrnr ml #5 fafa m MTfan fa, amjmtmr 
fa mmfm mfa % rnmm m ffaj afamt-nr fa 
V: farm mfmm, ffaH mm fafaffa Trjfa-in 
fmmm ml mtgrr mmr £1 

[fam: i7i3/om.m.m.frn./3iT.m.(^)/tm.-47/mm/35( D(ii)] 

m+Ai arm fafam 


Calcutta, the 31st March, 1997 
INCOME TAX 

S. O. 1294.-—It is hereby uotified for general informa¬ 
tion that the organisation mentioned below has been approved 
by the Prescribed Authority under Rule, 6 of the Income-Tax 
Rules, for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the Income Tax Act, 1961 under the category 
“Institution" subject to the following conditions : — 

(1) The organisation shall maintain separate books 
of accounts for its research activities; 

(u) It shall furnish the Annual Return of its scien¬ 

tific research activities to the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
'Technology Bhawan’, New Mehrauli Road, 
New Delhi-110016 for every financial year by 
31 st May of each year, 

(iii) It shall submit to the (a) Director General of 
Income-Tax (Exemptions), (b) Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search,and (c) CommissoncroflncomeTax/ 
Director of Income-Tax (Exemptions), hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction over the organisation, by the 
31 st October each year, a copy of its audited 
Annual Accounts and also a copy of audited 
Income & Expenditure Account in respect of 
its research activities for which exemption was 
granted under sub-section (1) of section 35 of 
Income l ax Act, 1961. 

Name oj Organisation ' 

International College of Surgeons, 

Indian Section, I.M.A. House, 16, Keshavrao 

Khady Marg, Haji Ali, Bombay-400034. 

This notification is effective for the period from 1-4-95 
to 31-3-97. 

Notes: (1) Condition (i) above will not apply to 
organisations categorised as associations. 

(2) The organisation is advised to apply in tripli¬ 
cates and well in advance for further exten¬ 
sion of the approval, to the Director General 
of Income-Tax (Exemptions), Calcutta 
through the Commissioner of Income-Tax/ 
Director of Income- fax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction over the organisation. Six cop¬ 
ies of the application for extension of approval 
should be sent directly to the Secretary, De¬ 
partment of Scientific & Industrial Research. 


[No. 1713/F. No. DG/lT(F.)/M-47/CAL/35( 1 )(ii)] 
MUKESH KUMAR, Addl. Director 
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f%rT 

(3TTf^gn4f^im) 

(^TfTWFT) 

4^ ftp'll, 1 1997 

417.377. 129S. — 977%4 7%3#47(34f7%#47) 3#^, 
1959 ( 1959 44 38 ) 4% 977) 26 4l) 39 917T (247) % 74*7 9f%4 
9T77 25 3997TT (1) % 73NF (7797) % sr^TETI %, %i%9 

7779717, 1171^171 7%3 #41 31TT %7]7, 4. 61, %4 Wwi, 3797)47 
%F, %7F % 77ST941 99K t)4fe91 % 9/9. %77. 9-%-HI79l% 4lt 
f4%47 2 %t 1997 % 1 ^ 2000 44T #4 4% 47) 34%% % f%4 9T 
34% 733 # 71 3H4; %7j7 % ■sfn%enrrt tf% 441 , #1 % wh %, 7%3 

#47 3497 %7J7 % f4%?797 %)% % f4%?F71'% 59 % fTJTTT 417% 11 

[■971. 77, 15/4/96-371^ 347] 
FI. tTTF f%^, 39 77f%9 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 1st May, 1997 
S.O. 1295.—In pursuance of clause (ca) of Sub-section 
(I) of Section 25 read with sub-section (2A) of Section 26 of 
the State Bank of India (Subsidiary Banks) Act, 1959 (38 of 
1959), The Central Government hereby appoints Shri II.S. 
Nanjundaswamy, Asstt. Head Cashier, State Bank of Mysore, 
No 61, Main Building, Ashok Road, Mysore as director on 
the Board of State Bank of Mysore for a period of three years 
with effect from 2nd May, 1997 to 1st May, 2000 or until he 
ceases to be an employee of Slate Bank of Mysore which¬ 
ever is earlier. 

[F.No. 15/4/96-IR] 
DR. PARAMJIT SINGH SIDHU, Dy. Secy. 


^tjlfbtttH 3%T #77 d*K"t4 

9^ f%4%, 29 3%cT, 1997 

47r.37T, 1296. — ch-%9 717447 % ^tfvihH sftr 7%%51 
9Tf9<9T%T ( tjfa % 999)9 % 37f99717 471 3r%7) 37f9f%m, 1962 
( 1962 471 50 ) 4fl 979 6 4ft 394171 ( 1 ) % 374% 911% 3%7 9779 
% 77994 919 2, 7995 3, 3913 ^ (ii) ^ 777571 4170, 4172, 
4174, 4176, 4177, 4178, 4181, 4183 97 997Tf%9 9179 7779177 % 
h^ltViqH 3%7 94flf997%77 941414 9it 37f%7|99T77. 471. 371. 2990 
41. 26 3747J97, 1996 15771 %-%9 777447 % 9)f%9 f9T91 f47 377 
;%47J44T 977744 37^7f%%f#f#f%3 ^%%?tf7r44479f7444 
41 fc4tJ 913'iS'll^'l f97JE) % RlU. 394)4 % 37ft7447 477 3T%9 f414T 
9147 1 

3ft7 47%4 77747R % *419 4 74T4T <141 s) f% 77744% 74999 
% 944f%4 341144 37f47J991 % %%% ^73? ^f%37i f I 


374; %i%4 77747R, 344 3rf%f%99 47) 9171 6 97) 39-414 
( 1) "SRI 444 41)444) 44 44)4 477% ^TT 344 3T%%F991 % 
37^7f% % f%%%f%T9 774)44 417% 


^ 7775714170;- 474 4T714IFT % 79^9 3 % 4413 77. 1 2343 ’ 

% 7*7H 97 ‘ 2341 ’ 9% I 7543 77. 8250 % 
7779% 74^9 5 % 1 6 ’ % 7*49 97 1 0 ’ 9% I 


7J93 77754 4172:- ifl# 4T7T41FT % 74^9 3 % 9413 77. 7349 % 
4T4 R4 Kite 77. 7335 % 94% 9-1)3 77. 

1 ‘ 7350 ’ ’ 9% 7979 4 % ‘ 1 0 ” 9% 7979 5 % 
“l” 9%, 74119 6 % “68" 9% I 


7J93 77757T 4174:- 794 pkl4t% 9lfd77. 554 41 9194 7799 5 

% " 4 " % 7*714 97 ‘ ‘ 5 " 77% I 

iJEJ 777577 4176:- %f4 779497 % t?%S %. 230 % 71794 747-9 

5 % “7 ” %7*7R97“l"’9%l 


7T3 77751T4177:- %9 t u ^T91%9%377- 154 % 7717%) 74^9 

5 % " 1 ” %7*44 9T "3" 9% I 

744 74714 147713 % 77413 71. 94 % 77474 
74t9 4 % “ 9 ” % «44 777 “ 0 ’ ’ 9% I 
7J73 77754 4178;- iff# iflTR 415%3 %. 304 % 917% 6 

%" 11 "9% ; 

7TT47%44r[7419%3%. 1326 % 7494 77419 
6%" 12” % *914 7F “ 92 ” 9? I 


7J93 77754 4181:- 744 '349747(7%941377. 345 %77474 747-9 

4 % " 9 ” %7*449T“o"9%l 
7f3%754 4183:- 744 447%7|l1 %9%3%. 285 % 7747%7979 

6 % "ll” %7*7T4 97 11 1 " 77 % ; t<%t % 
94 % 7477% 74t9 5 % "lO” % t*44 97 
11 0 " 77 % | 

93 3%7 f% % -% 4 777771F 344 3%9f499 4?) 9T9 6 4f) 
399177 (4) 579 944 4lf444f 44 9%9 4174 fR W, 14%71 %% % f% 
344 %% % 3774)77 44 3Tf9947 4l%t9 777447 % f%%4 %% % 
4944 77% r'4M'wT%TJ44%4lT, %^44 34441 449fT7T4 lNh39 
% fifrld %t4 1 


[%.347 31015/1/96%). 9T7-I] 
41. 7%. 41344, 3747 7rf%4 

MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 
CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 29th April, 1997 

S.O. 1296.—Whereas by the Notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natu¬ 
ral Gas No. S.O. 2990, dated the 24th October, 1996, pub¬ 
lished in the Gazette of India, Part-11, Section-3, Sub-scction 
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(ii), at pages 4185 to 4195, issued under sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the Petroleum and Minerals pipeline (Acquisi¬ 
tion of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the 
Central Government declared that the right of user in the 
lands specified in the Schedule appended to that notification 
for the purpose of laying pipelines for the transport of 
pertoleum should be acquired; 

And, whereas, it has been brought to the notice of the 
Central Government that certain errors of the printing na¬ 
ture have occurred in the publication of the said notification 
in the Official Gazette; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central Gov¬ 
ernment hereby amends the Schedule appended to the afore¬ 
said notifications as follows:— 

at page 4187, in Village Ramchandrapur, in column 3, 
after Plot No. 2417, for plot No. “2410" read plot No. “2415”. 

at page 4189, in Village Ramnagar, against Plot No. 541, 
in column 6, for “87” read “78”. 

at page 4190, in Village Bhanderhati, against plot No. 
393, in column 6, read “1". 

at page 4191, in V illage Selalpur, against plot No. 1163, 
in column 6, for “54” read “45". 

at page 4193, in column 1 ,for Village “Walia” read 
“Valia" . 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of the said section, the Central Government 
directs that the right of user in the said land shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Government, vest free from all encum¬ 
brances, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 

[No. R-31015/1/96-OR-1] 
K. C. KATOCH, Under Secy. 

fteeft, 29 3#eT, 1997 

ofF. 3TT. 1297.—%^ FTFFT t, ^f^FFT 7#TF 
'TI5MGI54 ('jfR 'Si FFtlF % AfftlFTlT FTt 3TFF) 3TfafFFF, 1962 
(1962 FF SO) Fit, STITT 3 Fit FFFTTT (1) % 3T#T Flft Fit 
FTTF % TMMF FFT 2, FTFt 3, 4MRU-S (ii) ''JtFTWTT 3432, 3433 
aflT 3434 FT y+lfSlId NTTF FTFTTT % tjtfeTFF aflT yiFjftlFi %T 
M4I614 Fit FftlTJFFTF. FIT. 3TT. 2626, FT. 2 1996 SKT 

FF FftFjFFT Tt FFTR 3 »|fF FIT ^ % 

FTFF Fit TjFFT tt *ft I 

aftl %F^tF FTFTTT Fit FTFFTTTt3FF eilMl n i ll'f"fFT 
Tram % misjM t tppF ttM ^tf FcifFFT vt 1 1 

3TF:, 3TF, tr-Ttl 4 FTFTTT, FFF FfFfFFF Fit FTTT 3 Fit FF 
FTTt (1) URT FFF FftFFt' FTT TTFtF FF^ ^ FFF 3TfaTJFFT t 
TTeFF 3i pTl ’l 1 t Pl*-lRlRsm TF t FFtfcfF FTTrft 1?: — 


1 JF3 FTM 3433:- FTF FTFFj % FTF, FTF TtTIM'fTI 

(Ft. FFT TT.-32 ) F “tjftFF F1FT : FFFTT, 
fFFTT: FTFTT, TFF : yf^ql FFPF ’ ’ Fp 

ifpTTI 

FfFT54TF9TT%FFfrF. 423 FTFIFFFFF 
6 f[ ‘ ‘ 644 ' ’ Ft to.th FT ' ‘ 64 ’ ’ Fit; Fqfe F. 
424 % FTF^ FFF 6 F " 2 ” % TF1F FT 
‘ ‘ 24' ’ F%; FFTI F. 428 % FFFT FPF b 
Tf“4"%T*IFTFT“40"FF;FFfeF, 435 
% FFFt FFF 4 F " 9 " % FJTF FT " 0 ” 
Ft; Fqfe F. 644 %T FFTF FFF 6 ‘ ‘ 2 ’' 

Ft ; W TT. 645 % FFFt FFF 6 F ‘ ‘ 2 ” 
% FFF FT “ 20 ” Ft ; Fqfe F. 650 % 
FFTF FFF 6 t “ 2 ” % FFF FT " 20 ” 

Ft; 

FfF FTFtJT Ft FFfe F. 551 %FTFFFFF6 
F “ 2 ” FT F>TPT FT “ 20 " Ft I 

rj^FW 3434 FTF FFFp % FTF, Ffa F1FFJT (Ft ttft 
F. -12) "t FFF “ tjfFTF FRTFFTTFT faTFTT: 
FTFfl TPF: Ff?FFt FFR" IFFT; 

FTF TF^FFTcff % FTF, Ffa FFTF'-J (F tFT 
Tt.-ll )F“'jfHF*THT;FitfTm fSTTFT-. HFFT 
TFtF: FfTFtft FFTFT'' FF KFTII 

Ttrft 'jfF t, fFFFit FTFtT FFTlFF FTTlFF 
FTTt 1FTF1 FFT t, ftW FTti 'JF 
Ft FTJFFT % FPt fFit Fit % mitF RtF 
% FtFT, FF FfFfFFFFit FRT 5 FttFFFTF 
(1 ) % fFFKRt % 3PJFTT FFF TFjat 'Jpl 
FIFFtr iFTTft FTF % FT On! tjfFFFTFF 

ft fffPt ft tFrrtt art fftit % arfaftT tFft 
Fit % FFF t ■Fl^F Ft tFFFTTF FtF, 
F8TF FTfflFTTtt, tfeFF FtFcl FTnTIAH 
[cl r*Ht "5, ^tFFFT FF FF FITFFT5F 
qftFtFFT, FtTF-ptr-n'll H fFFT 

[4441^ FfVFRt FF1F FTt FF F^TFl I 

FTtJl4iTU |:- 'JF .3lf*#TFF (JRT FFlftTcl *jW, FqR FT m 
atlT ^FFTF Fit FTFF tt FFF FftfinH Fit MTF 5 F>t 3FFTF ( 1) 
% fFFFFf % 3FJRR ^FFTtF ftd Fit FFTT 3FTfF FF FFPF Tl 
3TTFF ^Irft t fFFFTt FF 3Tf'FfFFT FFFF F FFT17H % FTFRf 
FFFT FTt FFFW FTF Ft Fftt ^ I 

[F. 3TTT-31015/6/96-Ft. AFT -It 
%. Ft. FTZTF, 3TFT FtFF 
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CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 29th April, 1997 

S.O. 1297. —Whereas by the notification of the Gov¬ 
ernment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas No. S.O. 2626, dated the 2nd September, 1996, pub¬ 
lished in the Gazette of India, Part-11, Section-3, Sub-section 

(ii), at pages 3435 to 3437, issued under sub-section (1) of 
section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisi¬ 
tion of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the 
Central Government gave notice of its intention to acquire 
the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended to that notification; 

And, whereas, it has been brought to the notice of the 
Central Government that certain errors of the printing nature 
have occurred in the publication of the said notification in 
the official Gazette; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (I) of section 3 of the said Act, the Central Gov¬ 
ernment hereby amends the Schedule appended to the said 
notifications as follows:- 

at page 3436,- 

(i) in column I for village “Gharbhanga 
Baiudebpur - contd.’’ read “Gharbhanga 
Basudebpur - Contd.”; 

(ii) after village “Gharbhanga Basudebpur” so 
amended and entries relating thereto, the 
following shall be inserted, namely;— 

“Police Station: Panchla District: Howrah 
State: West Bengal”; 

at page 3437,- 

(i) after village Khayjapur and entries relat¬ 
ing thereto, the following shall be inserted, 
namely:— 

“Police Station: Sankrail District: Howrah 
State: West Bengal”; 

(ii) after village Raghudebbati and entries re¬ 
lating threto, the following shall be inserted 
namely :— 

“Police Station: Bauria District: Howrah 
State: West Bengal”; 

(iii) in column 1 for village “Cbahmadhu” read 
“Chakmadhu”; 

(iv) in village Khas Khamar against plot No. 
99, in column 6, for “No” read “20”; in 
column 3, after plot No. 104, for plot No. 
“107" read “109”. 

Any person interested in any land in respect of which 
the above amendments have been issued, may within twenty 
one days of the issue of this notification, object to the acqui¬ 
sition of the whole or any part of the said land or any right of 
user in or over such land in terms of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 5 of the said Act, to Shri Biswanath Bose, Competent 


Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Haldia—Budge 
Budge Pipeline Project, Post Office—Haldia Refinery, Dis¬ 
trict—Midnapur (West Bengal). 

Explanation—In respect of the lands, plot numbers and 
areas amended through this notification only, the said period 
of twenty one days in terms of sub-section (1) of section 5 of 
the said Act, starts running from the date of notification is 
made available to the public after publication in the official 
Gazette. 

[No. R-31015/6/96-OR-I] 
K. C. KATOCH, Under Secy. 

Redl, 29 3T%4 1997 

^rr. rt. 1298.—rrfp R£tf%HR afft 
ms m c-i15 ft ('jfn f i 'mb i % "irfft'tiK hit r4h ) TrftiftFTB, 1962 
( 1962 RT 50) %t HTR 3 %t ZHHTH ( 1 ) % 3T#T Rp) %) H^ 
RTRT % TRHR, HPT M, TOUT 3, ZWrr ( fi ) rjt3 RRHT 4105, 
4106, 4107,4108, 4109 RT U^lftPT NTHTRR6R % q^lfvlRR 3% 
"fa? Haid'-I pit aTftRjHHTR. HZ. 3TT. 2986, TIT. 26 3THTJRT;, 
1996 TJTTT ZR RfftTJRPI Tt T%PH Ri '‘jfa HZ 

6i4'1 HPR % 3hh 4 3TT7TH %t 7JRHT % %; 

31% %R%T RTHTR %t RHHiTR % HP PT1HT RHT t % W 41 fit 
LPTO % HHZRH % EpH RR% HcdfdRi ft R^ I; 

3TcT;, 3TH, %R%T RTHTR, ZHR RfftlfHR %t HTR 3 %t ZR- 
HTR (1) SIR HZH HP H%R H%T ^tr ZRR 3Tfft7fRPT 

RcPH Rjpjft -fir f-tHldfisId ff 4TR)tpT wt t : — 

■'JH3RT3TT4105 :— HP? 'TR%WTi. 2601 %RPFtRPH 6 
f 11 65 ” Rtf, R4TZ R. 2570 %RPFtRPH 
6 f 1 9 ” RTIZR. 2568 %RP% RPR 
6%"5”R$ I 

RHHT 4106 :— RTH 4^11-0 %PHIZ R. 3850 ft RTRR RPR 

5R'"o"H#, RPH6%"94”Rf I 

RT5T14107 : —- Hin RPTHPT % PTIZ R. 3951 % RTR4 RRH 

4 R ‘ ‘ 0 " Rf, RPR 3 R TRfie R. 3941 ft 
RTZ. R7TZR. ”3916”%RTTHRT" 3915” 
%£ I 

Rn; 4^11 4108 :— RTH HT3j),sl% '-nieR. 1195 % tHind RPR 
6 f " 32 ” %TRHHr"23”Hf ; 

■'fR R7£TI 4109 RTH ‘ 1 rpTHTRl” % rt “ ijRq,|J|” 

Tf ; 

HTR [[R°MH % PHIZ R. 3347% Hind RPR 
1 R HPT ‘ ‘ RTTHTTR-HTTft ” % R4TH RT 
‘Gjft=hlH-HlRt"Hf;HHlZR. 3368 %RP% 
RPR 6 R’ ‘ ‘ 99 " % R4TH RT ‘' 9 ” Hf; Rffe 
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tf. 3605%FFF)-RFF 6^"55"%'WB 
Ft“5"F$ I 

feft ^ 3, faftFH FTFF JMtjsW UITd foFT FFT t, 

F>"!^ °Hf=w 1 JF % FJi^) 41A % ftn % 

vjltK, -i 11 3tffrfFFF Ft) FT7T 5 Fit TTOR1 (1) % % 

Sl^RR <f*M W«i u f '‘jpTFT 8R% Pbtjl FFT^FTlt^ft 'jfa^fFTFF 
ft % ftrtft stfeTO % arf^hr % tWf 3 an^r ?ft 

ffeFFTF #R, TOFT FlftlFilft, jf&tn 3ffa0 FiiqUsfH P<nfei«, 
Sfepn FfHt fTS- FTJFOTSF FftFtFRT, Ffe-TiHdFSf ‘Ml^ePfr 
f^FU ferny, Ffefe #nm F>t m f%ft i 

TFFffaTFT:—yi SlffrPlFF ?RI tj vflfafl 'jffef, F4I2 WH 
2fe ^m-hel “Fit ^Hn tft d^Kl 3lfilPl'HH Hit FKl 5 Fit 4 mi(KI (1) 
% f'H’fet % 3TJTTR fJpFife ftJH F>t d“td 33Fffr d<H Ol^lo 'tt 
stttt-f feft % froiFit fit sifyjyn ttffff F ffutfi % msffi^ 
FFFT F?1 FF7TO4 FFT 7ft Fptt t I 

[F. 3TR-31015/9/96- 3Tt. 3TTT-I] 
%. iff. “nclF, 53F7 TlfeF 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 29th April, 1997 

S.O. 1298.—Whereas by the notification of the Gov¬ 
ernment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas No. S.O. 2986, dated the 26th October, 1996, published 
in the Gazette of India, Part-II, Section-3, Sub-section (ii), at 
pages 4110 to 4114, issued under sub-section (1) of section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
ofUser in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Govern¬ 
ment gave notice of its intention of acquire the land specified 
in the Schedule appended to that notification; 

And, whereas, it has been brought to the notice of the 
Central Government that certain errors of the printing nature 
have occurred in the publication of the said notification in 
the Official Gazette; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section-3 of the said Act, the Central Gov¬ 
ernment hereby amends the Schedule appended to the afore¬ 
said notification as follows ;— 

at page 4110—in village Bhada, against plot No. 3014, in 
column 6, for "14" read "l"; 

at page 4111—in village Belari, in column 3, after plot No. 

3850, for plot No. "2870" read "3870"; 
at page 4112, in village Belgram,— 

(i) against plot No. 4036 in column 5 insert "7"; 

(ii) against plot No. 4022 in column 6 for "37" read 
"39"; 

(iii) against plot No. 3915 in column 5 for "1" read 
"2" and in column 6 for "29" read "4"; 

(iv) after plot No. 3919, in column 3 for plot No. 
"3720" read "3920"; 


(v) against plot No. 3849 in column 6 for "67" read 
"69"; 

(vi) against plot No. 1566, in column 6 insert "70"; 
at page No. 4113, in village Shibda, against plot No.— 

(i) 2151, in column 6, for "3" read "35"; 

(ii) 2155, in column 6, for "1" read "12"; 

Any person interested in any land in respect of which 
the above amendments have been issued, may within twenty 
one days of the issue of this notification, object to the acqui¬ 
sition of the whole or any part of the said land or any right of 
user in or over such land in terms of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 5 of the said Act, to Shri Biswanath Bose, Competent 
Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Haldia-Barauni 
Crude Pipiline Project, Post Office—Khanjanchak, 
Basudebpur, District—Midnapur (West Bengal). 

Explanation —In respect of the lands, plot numbers and 
areas amended through this notification only, the said period 
of twenty one days in terms of sub-section (1) of section 5 of 
the said Act, starts running from the date of notification is 
made available to the public after publication in the official 
Gazette. 


[No. R-31015/9/96-OR-I] 
K. C. KATOCH, Under Sccy, 
FlftFF 
29 arita, 1997 


FTT. 3TT. 1299.—T3TFFT 3*lT T3pR 

• qigMgl T^T (sjffr 3 Ufetn % atffelK FF S^fa) 1962 

(1962 SO) 0TTT 3 F?t FFF1T1 (1) % TOfeFufr Fit 
■qKF%ZHFF, FFI II, 73TO 3, 4M«|u.<5 (ii) ys tfeU 4114 3 
4131 FI y5 few 4143 ft 4157 FT FFFf?T?l FTTF RUHR % 
Cljlfcum afft M lfftl F felFFTTOIFft FF. an. 2987 

2988, 0, 26 1996 iJTTT TOT fe’^j’vn ^ "fePn 

Ijfa FT FFFtF % 3lffrFFTFF 
3TRT0 Fit TJFFT *ft; 

3?r ennrnqTtfa 

CMMst % H e r>iTi'i TTFttt jjiw unfam Ttl FiJ ; 


3RT:, 3TF, TOR, W0 3 ^ TO- 

frro (i) 30x1 Tifefe nn 3PiW ^ yr TOn ^ 

tjtrIH 3iyj^fl ■£[ Pi^RnRan TO1 % :— 

4114 '■gfcTR *TT=TI : 'yilOTdl’ % F4H Ft ‘jjftra 

KFHT : 1 


■y3ti04T4116 FTF feVFd fjllHilMFfft % FFN 3 "fif TOfe tt. 

1309 % F0, TOfe tt. “3308” % 0H31 
“ 1308" I 


y5fe5m4119 TOfeti. 561 % 33TF^ TUFF 6 3 

“4”%-WFfF3“43”Ft I 


] 0%GI/ ‘17—6 
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■jfcFE «TPTT : % TTffli "f%?rTT : 

' ’ % vm rt' 1 f%OT ” Ri i 

■73 7P59T4120 RTR OTTiIot TOTR 3 iR=lfe 7T. 2182 

% WS, RTfe 7T. “ 2133' ’ % TO RT ‘ ‘ 218 3 " 
R$;RrlfeTi. 1911 %TTR%'OT : R 6i"2l” 
%T®JTRRT " 26 '' R# jRffei. 1872%T71Ri 
T7RR 6 i “ 26 ” % 7*TFT RT “ 21 " R% RT% 
TT. 206 %7TIRi 77FR 4 if “ 6 ” % T«JTR RT 
"0”R$ ; 

RPR cilTOT % Hrlk. TT. 4026 % TTPi'l 4 
if “2" %7OTRRT"o”Ri;OT%:TT. 4013 
%7Tra%77FH4i "5”%7 rtrrt “o”r$ 1 

TROT 4121 :—Rfa 7RROT % 7RER 3iRTfeTL 3768 %RK, 
OT“fe 71. " 3269 "% TRTR RT ”3769”^; 

RiROTR%%RrlfeTi. 1948%7?mi7?RR4i 
U 5”%T*THRT "<J”Rf ; 

^ ipra7q?RT %U ' ‘ 888 " % TII^ wn 
5i "5”%7*TTRRT "0”R# I 

TF3TT7OT4122 :—TIFT 'STITiRfTT % RRfe ^ 209 % TTTRi TTRR 6 
i "45”%T*nRRT “ 40 ” R# ; Rife R. 94 
% TtRli TIRR 4 3 "5" % TRIR RT “o" 
R? ; 

RTRRRflTW%RTfeTi. 21$%7nRiT7TWT6 
if "25”%TSIFTRT "20”Rf ; ROT 3 if 
RffeTT. 215 %RK, Rife TT. "214"%T*TR 
RT " 219 ” Rt ; Rife TT. S7 % TTTRi TUTR 4 
if "0 M R<f I 

TjT3Tf7OT4123 : —RTROTOT%RifeTT. 1136 %TTTRi TTRR 6 if 
"83”%TeTFTRT"88"Ri;RlfeTT. 1096% 
TROT RRH 4 if “ 5 ” % WI RT “ 0 ” R# ; 
Rife TT. 1104%TTTRiTOTR4i"5”%T«TH 
RT " 0 ” R^ ; Rife TT. 1066 % TTTRi 77RR 5 
i"5”%T*TT ; TRT"0"Rf ;Rlfe7T. 1064% 
TnRiRRR5i"2”%TRFTRT"i"R£ : 
TTRR 6 if 11 83 " % T*TH RT " 62 ” Ri ; 7RTR 
3 if RTfeTT. 1064 %Rfe, RTfeTT. "1093” 
% TRFT RT "1063” Rf, 7TT»T 5 i " 4 ” % 
T»TTR RT " 2 ” R$, 7TFR 6 if ‘ ‘ 82 ”% T*TH RT 
" 83 ” Rif; Rife TT. 1268 % TTTRi 1W 4 if 
"5"%T*THRT"0”Ri;RlfelT. 1055 % 
TTTRi 7TRq si"5”%TRHRT"o”Ri ; 

RR RRRJT % Rife TT. 177 % TTTRi RRR 6 
if "31 ” %7*THRT " 81 ” Rif ;Rlfe7T. 176 
% 7TTRi RRR 4 if " S ” % 7OTR RT “ 0'' R$; 
Rife 7T, 181 % TTTRi TTRR 4 if " 5'' % TOTT 


RT'V’Rf ;RlfeTT. 89 % TTTRi 6 if " 31 ” 
% T*TTR RT ' ‘ 81 ” R$ ;RTfei. 237 %TTTRi 
7TPPR 4 i" 5 ”%T*TRRT"o”Rif, 77FR 5 if 
“5”%TRTRRT"o”Rt ;T7RR3iRlfeTT. 
286 % Rife Ft. " 348 ” % T*TTR RT 
"349”^ ; Rffe7T. 343 % 7RRi RRR 6 i 
"25” % T*TH RT " 20 ” Rif ;TOTR3iRTfe 
TT. 321 % RR, Rife 7T. " 922 ” % T*JB T1 
"322"-qf ;R7ffei. 324 % TTPRi T7W 5 i 
"0”% '»OTR7‘'l”Ri ; 

%^TmROTJT%R^teTt. 1315 % OT4i T7P 1 '>1 

TROT 4124 : -Rtq % W 3 i T <%-: 71. 1468 % 

■m, i, 1 V.s •” % W R7 "2893” 

rrt^ RTOOTT % T1TW-T 3 i Rflfe i. 2291 % 
RT^.OTfe i. "2384” % P1H RT "2284” 
Til 

YSTROT4126 : —%RRl^-%1 %OTTR 3 ii. 437%RTR, 
" 42S ” % T®IR Rl ‘ 1 435 ’ ’ Ri ; 

RfRfRRRI%Wi. 860%RT%fTR^R4i 
" 50 ” % T*ITR RT ” 0 " R3f jRRfei. 1055 % 
RTRi TfFR 5 i " 0 ” % T*1TR RT " 6 ” Ri I 

■f^TtelT4127 :—RTR■JRTTRT%R5fei. 758%T1TRi6i"6” 
% T*RR RT " 62 ” Ri ; 

RTR RRHiM %'RFR 3 ROTfei. 66 %'5fK,'<lf4 
i. " 6 ” % TOTR RT " 67 " Ri ; R%S i. 68% 
RK, Rffei. "6” %TRHRT "69" Rf I 

TROT 4128 :—RIR %%TTTE % Rife i. 985 % TIRRf TRtR 5 
i " 0 " % TRTR RT ” 2 " Ri I 

■^5 TROT 4129 %R %^OTI1RT % TRcq 2 i % Ry( R. 

" 50 ” % TRTR RT " 59 ” Ri ; 77T«T 3 i Rife 
TT. 793 % RT^, RT% TT. " 992 ” % T*TR RT 
” 792 " Ri ; 

RRT R^T % Rife TT. 2171 % TTTRi IRRR 6 i 
" 43 ” % TRTR RT " 41 ” Ri ; RT% Tt. 2155 
% RRRt RRH 6 i " 242 ” % RT " 24 ” 

Rt ;RrTfeTT. 2153 % RR% T<RR 6 i " 6 ” % 
TRH RT "62” RS I 

■^3 TROT 4130 :—RTR RTTPtfTRT % RT% R. 70 % TTIRi TfFR 6 
i" 18 ” % T*HR "81 ”Rf , 

RTR 7 |fTRI % TTFR 3 i RRfe TT. 961 % RK, 
RRfe TT. "963”% TRTR RT"968”Rf; 
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MjffeTt 659%PTP^P!T I M4%"5“%P!TTU 
MT“0 “m£ ;624%PTP}PPMS^ 
“o“%P!TTUMT“i”M# I 

TJM 7PSTT 4145 : —MTM MftMM TTWy % '^ffe P. 1238 %PIP^ 
PPM S 3 ‘' £ ’' % PIP MT ‘ ‘ 9'' M#, PPM 6 3 
“61 " % PTTM MT “ 31 “ M& I 

Tjrg fit34l 4146:—MW , MI<rfl c h<^3TT%Mlffe 7T. 393 % wih^ PPM 
4%'"5“%PT1UMT“o“M$ ;M%3P. 364 
%PPP)PPM43 “5“%PTTMMT“0“Mf, 
FW5^"5"%WH , n“0”^ I 

TJM PTSMT 4147 :—MPT UTfP?' % Mrffe P. 524 % MIM^ 
PPM4%“5“%PTTUMT“o“Mf ;PTfeP. 
515 % PT%) PPM 4 %' " 5 ’ ’ % WR MT “ 0“ 

MPT % M-lfe P. 413 % PR Rife TT. 

432%PPftpPM -\ '^uiq"PTT%FR3TT-‘5[Tfl'“ 
% WH MT ' ‘ MM'i) W5MI-RTT1’ ’ M$ ; 

MWW-il'MIT %"PTfeP. 764%PPT^PPM 4% 
"4 "%TWHMT“o“M$ I 

1 JPf WIT 4148 :—MW 7TMW«rW<3< % P%T P, S36 % PP1% 
PPM4%“3“%TMHMT“o“ t 4 ; 

■'jWfTSM 4149 :—MW MISHIT % O-iTd. IT. 84 %PlM'l t-PM 6 % 
“45“%P!TTUMT“5”Mf ;' , RfeP, 32% 
Phtf PPM 6 3 “ 8 " % PTR MT “ 87 “ M& I 

''fP 7TOMT 4150 :—MW % 'PPM 3 % Plfe P. 1538 % 

PR, Mfe P. “1636" % tWTM MT “1536“ 
M$ I 

'fMT P15F 4151 : — nip MlR u SI %PPM 3 if k'lTil-t. 1872 % MlM, 
PlfeP. “2871 " %T*TFTMT “ 1871 " Ml; I 

TfU*tfclS^4152 : — MW MP'Il-Sl % PTP^ PPM P. 3 % M3fc P. 

308 % PPl} PPM P. 1 % TJ. MT. %TT^P % 
’” wr mt -g. «tt. "mp^pt" i 

1 JM3 Ro4I 4153 : —pH?WTRWPM % K-lTd P. 243 % PTM%PPM 
43“4“%PTTUMT“0”M$ I 

ifUPT5TT 4154 :—MW % PPM 3 %'Plfe %. 632 % 

PR, RI%P. "1158“ % PRU MT "1358“ 
Mf IpffeP. 1077%WR, Mlfep. “992"% 
PTFT MT 1 ‘ 902 ' ’ %f I 

'7PWIT4155 :—MW ^fiMN-F % Pffe P. 1234%PFT^PPM 
5%'“0"%PTRMT"5"Mf I 

TJ^PR^TT 4156 :—MW %TMTWMT % pfe P. 2159%PPT^PPM 
i ^“%^t"%ptptmt: "%pttwm— wrft" 


M#, PPM 2 % % M^T P. “32l“%PTTMMT 
“318“q% I 

MW %PJT % PPM 3 % pffe P. 1532 % PR, 
RffeP. 1529 %PTP^ PPM 1 %“7flftMR(V’ 
% PTTU MT “^%PJT-Ulrft” M$, PPM 2 3 % 
MR P. “318" % PTTM MT “321 ” M^ I 

PT5MI 4157 :—MW PFTTMRT % Rife P. 409 % PPT% PPM 6 
% “ 45 “ % PTTM MT “ 40 “ M$ ; pffe P. 553 
% PP% PPM 5 % “ 5 ’ ’ % PTR MT “ 0 ” M#; 
pffe P. 421 % PPPT PPM 5 3 " 0 " % PMTM 
MT"4"MS jP^feP. 431 %PP%TP«T 1 %' 
MW “TTlMfel" % PMR MT “MPTIMta-PTfl" 
M% I 

%% '[RT "fir, (%P%t PHcT MMTTR PMTlMM PTTt 1%MT MMT 

%T| °4f%i ^P pfMTjrHI % -jjlO f%% (4M % 

M%T, UP 3Tfaf%PT %t MITT 5 %t UMMTP (1 ) % f%MM% % 
PJTTTT UMM ^ MT UP% t%Pl MTM % MT %Tft 'j)P%MTUP 

MT UM%M % f%pt STftPFP % 3Tl%TT 1%% PT% % PPM ^ 3TT%T ■ 
% f%rMUT*T %P, MUTH MlfMMiiO, ^f®MM UTfMR MMMftpM fRfM^P, 
cIVm^i M1RTW5MMttMtMMT, MlW-tlMUMMi, PT^P^T, 

ImMMTJT, Mf^MMt PMTR %1 PT P%MT I 

P!Vfl*TMT :—"5PT 3TffeTTJ^PT ^KT M%9TlfferTT PTT3PT 3#T 

(%TMPT %t PTMM ^ UMM 3TW%TP %1 MPT 5 %t UMMTTT (1) % 
r-WMMt % 3TJPP ^M%tP f%T %T U5RT Mpfll UP nido ^ 3TTP-M 
ll% t f%P%l M? PtVrpMT PPFTft TTPMM % y Mil Pi % MTMR; 
RMMT %t UMUWJ MPT % PTcft % I 

[P, 3MT- 31015/10/96—-afT. 3TK ^1] 
%. pt. MidlM, STMT PfPM 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 29th April, 1997 

S.O. 1299.—Whereas by the Notification of the Gov¬ 
ernment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas No, S.O. 2987 and 2988, dated the 26th October, 1996, 
published in the Gazette of India, Part-II, Section-3, Sub-sec¬ 
tion (ii), at pages 4131 to 4143 and 4157 to 4167, issued 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of ihe Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government gave notice 
of its intention to acquire the right of user in the lands speci¬ 
fied in the schedule appended to that notification; 

And, whereas, it has been brought to the notice of the 
Central Government that certain errors of the printing nature 
have occurred in the publication of the said notification in 
the official Gazette; 

( 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 1 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, the Central Gov- 
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eminent hereby amends theaehcdule appended to the afore 
said notifications as follows :— 


at page 4132, in column 1 for village “Teutiberia 
(ciontd.)" read (Tentulberia (contd.)”; in 0 amended village 
Tlentulberia against Plot No. 269, in column 5, for “0” read “1”. 


at page 4133 in Village Manohaipur, against Plot No. 
3 57, in column 5, for “0” read “2”; in column 3, after Plot 
N o.i 1782, for Plot No. “1724” read "1824”; 


in Village Gorankhali against Plot No. 484, in col¬ 
umn 5, for “9” read “8”. 

at page 4134, in Village Gorankhali, in column 3, after 
Plot No. 540 read Plot No. “548”, in column 4 read “0”, in 
column 5 read “0”, in column 6 read “20”. 


at page 4140, in Village Naikundi, against Plot No. 1, 
4 column 4, for “1” read “0”. 


at page 4158, in village Nilkunthia, against Plot No. 
9k>2, in column 6, for “438” read “43”. 


at page 4159, in Village Dakshin Usatpur, against Plot 
No; 1583, in column 6, for “2" read “22”; against Plot No. 
1588, in column 6, for “2” read “63" ; against Plot No. 1587, 
ih column 6, for “4" read “43”; against Plot No. 1775, in 
column 6, for “3” read “5”; 


in Village Ramkalua, in column 2, for Jurisdiction List 
No. “79” read “97”; 


in column 1, for Village “Baklialua” read “Balikalua", 

at page 4160, in village Balikalua, against Plot No. 364, 
ih column 6, for “64” read “20”; in column 3, after Plot No. 
^50, for Plot No. "347” read “349”; in column 3, before Plot 
No. 158, for Plot No. “273” read “293”; 

in Village Banhichar, against Plot No. 770, in column 
6 , for “0" read “2”. 

at page No. 4161, in column 1 for Village 
“Bhubaneshwar" read “Bhubaneshwarpur", in column 2 for 
Jurisdiction List No. “46” read “146”; 

in Village Baipadumbasan, against Plot No. 206, in 
column 6, for “88” read “81”; in column 3, after Plot No. 195 
and before Plot No. 204, read Plot No, “194”, in column 4 
read “0”, in column 5 read "0”, in column 6 read “20”. 

at page 4163, in column 1 for Village “Kapashhere” 
read “Kapasbere", 

at page 4166, in column 1 for Village “Nandaigazam” 
read “Bangalpur”; in Village Bangalpur against Plot No, 
1398, in column 4, for “3” read “0"; 

in Village Chainpur, against Plot No. 1528, in column 
5, for “14” read “41”. 

at page No. 4167, in column 1, for Village “Chainpar” 
read “Chainpur"; for “Ukhrepara” read “Ukhrapara”; for 
“Baharpeta” read “Baharpota". 

Any person interested in any land in respect of which 
the above amendments have been issued, may within twenty 


one days of the issue of this notification, object to the acqui¬ 
sition of the whole or any part of the said land or any right in 
or over such right of user in the said land in terms of sub¬ 
section (1) of section 5 of the said Act, to Shri Biswanath 
Bose, Competent Authority, Indian Oil Corporation Limited, 
Haldia—Barauni Crude Pipeline Project, Post Office— 
Khaiyanchak, Basudevpur, District—Midnapur (West Ben¬ 
gal). 

Explanation—in respect of the lands, plot numbers and 
areas amended through this notification only, the said period 
of twenty one days in terms of sub-section (1) of section 5 of 
the said Act, starts running from the date of notification is 
made available to the public after publication in the official 
Gazette. 

[No. R-31015/10/96-OR-I] 
K. C. KATOCH, Under Secy. 


12 1997 

HTT.3TT. 1300.—TTriTOT, <1<lfadR RffaR 
d i gqp nFi (»jfR if rrrIr % arfftRTRRR arafa) arfaftRR, 1962 
(1962 RR 50 ) nft RKT 2 % UFS (rtf) % ST^RTR ft', $ RRt 
(1) ^ faPlNte RlftTOlft R?l, W % 
RRR (2) 3 Rft TRFRFft Tlftfe if dfNdfiSfl ^ Rft 7PW 
siftipinn, artftft rsjr wfti'wt! % r>t l-idp-i c ih- 1 ftTR 


*ft uprcft t,— 


RlftTRiRt RJT RTR sftTRRT 

3TftWTf)RT atR 

O) 

(2) 

Rt. mTRW (RR.3TR.3it.-Il 

RfilRHt RRRT TFR sftr 

tjftr 3TfaRm), 

TFR it RftlPiyfiW RT) 

fRWTUR 

TTRrvTT—RT hT TfTK HI?-KTT5-I 'TKhmtT,- 

RTOlftR^t, RteFJT-731204, 

fRSTT RRT611 


[Ft. 3m.-31015/6/97-3ft 3m,--I] 


%. Rt, RRT etfaq 

New Delhi, the 12 May, 1997 

S.O. 1300.—In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of 
the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby also authorise the authority mentioned in 
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column (1) of the Schedule given below to perform the func¬ 
tions of the Competent Authority under the said Act, in re¬ 
spect of the areas mentioned in the corresponding entry in 
colunin (2) of the said Schedule.— 

SCHEDULE 


Name and address of the authority 

Area of Jurisdiction 

(1) 

(2) 

Md. Rabiul Kamal (S.R.O-II 

The State of West 

Land Acquisition Officer, 

Bengal and the 

on deputation from the 
Government of West Bengal) 
Indian Oil Corporation Limited, 
Haldia-Barauni Crude Oil 

Pipeline Project, 

Kachhari Patty, 

Bolpur-731204, 

District-Birbhum, 

West Bengal. 

State of Bihar. 


[No. R-31015/6/97-OR-I] 
K, C. KATOCH, Under Secy. 

R$ fa?#, 12 #1997 

7RT. 3TT. 1301.—%R#T RRFR #tf#RT #T RJpR 
('jfa’fii % R#RRT RR 3#R) RftrfRRR, 1962 
(1962RR50)R?)RTR2%T5FS (RO RR3T3RRRRRC11FI, RTCR 
RTRRT % ^PHRR affT JJPfjfflRI % HRIWR R?) 3#RJRRT 
R7T.3T1. 569, RrftlS 26-2-1994 R*TT RTT.3R. 3251, RTT# 
16-12-1995 RR RJfifaRRR# t, 3?*#:— 

rrr ■£(, si'+i 'sr - c(#hi fat<ii— 

f#RT(T, RRRT, 5*1*"^ % T*1TR RT TPR7T: l-i*'iRnRsm «al 

"^nTJTTT, 31*#- 

SlRV RT - 13PJRRR>, 
faj^ji - qfiHfi) 

[R. 3TR-31015/52/93-#, 3RT.-IJ 
%. Tit. R#R, 3JRT R#R 


New Delhi, the 12th May, 1997 

S.O. 1301.—In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of 
the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Govemmet hereby amends the notification of the Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas 
numbers S.O. 569 dated 26-02-1994 and S.O. 3251 dated 
16-12-1995, namely 


In the said notifications, for the letters and words “P.O.- 
Haldia Refinery, District—Midnapur, West Bengal”., the 
following shall respectively be substituted, namely:—' 

“Post Office - Khanjanchak, Basudevpur, District - 
Midnapur, West Bengal”. 

[No. R-31015/52/93 - OR-I] 
K. C. KATOCH, Under Secy. 

Rif far# 30 3t3el, 1997 

tsiT.OT. 1302.—frqffr (R#r# fRWI #r Mw 

##m, 1963 (1963 RR 22) Rp RKT 7 Rp TWO (1 ) 'SRI 
ttlRW^f RR 5RTRT R#1 %#R RTRRt, RIRt RTRRT # RTpiPR 

RRTeTR # ##JRRT R. RR. 3R. 3975 '?rrftR5r 20-12-1965 

rrfr apjq# •fir ffafa tafasi rrrtt (rr-i )rr rrir 3 

Pt#t $ Ri# % f# trtr rrr rr# r. t, 3 

% f(¥, #RT RRT, RKTR-600020 Til TR ##fRRT % RRRRR Rft 
RRpOpt 22-1-1997 Pi RRT# ^ 3# #3 Rfr aft RRffr % f# 

Pl*-t VleiT % 3 tMPt 9d<^5kl MHIcll P# 31*1# — 

(1) ## TRRR T™R RRR# fa# fRCtem 51 R ^ 
RRR R Rif# a#TR# Rlt 3T# "SRI RR# Rtft faftsRR 
M^Pci R>t ritr rt# % four. qqftR RfaRiR fait mPn 
Rif# RRT 3RTRTT (ijq-I) % fa#T (fafaTR) faRR 
1965 % faRR 4 % #1# faffam RRTR RRf fan RT 
T#l 

(2) fa# tRRR tprj ■qrr'Rft TR atffRJRRT % ST^fpR 3TR% 

% RTtRR Pi ^ fRWi WT 3TW5 ^ fd^lR? 
( PtilSPR RR RRlfPiel PlRR u l) RRR-RRR RT tefftSlR 

^•fift^l 

[RR. R. 5 (l2)/97-t3T^R^t TT-] 
JHI-O TpR TpRtro]T, pR^iRI 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

New Delhi, the 30th April, 1997 

S.O. 1302.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby recognises for a further period of three years w.e. f. 
22-1-1997. M/s Essen & Company, No. 6 , III Main Road, 
Indira Nagar, Madras-600020, as an agency for the inspec¬ 
tion of Minerals and Ores (Group-1) specified in schedule 
annexed to Ministry of Commerce Notification No. S.O. 3975 
dated 20-12-1965 prior to export at Madras, subject to the 
following conditions, namely:- 

(i) that M/s.Essen & Company, shall give adequate 
facilities to the Officers nominated by the Export 
Inspection Council in this behalf to examine the 
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method of inspection followed by them in grant¬ 
ing the certificate of inspection under rule 4 of 
Export of Minerals and Ores (Group-II) (Inspec¬ 
tion ) Rules, 1965; 

(ii) that M/s. Essen & Company, in the performance 
of their function under this notification shall be 
bound by such directives as the Director (Inspec¬ 
tion & Quality Control) may give in writing from 
time to time. 

[File No. 5(12)/97-EI&EP] 
KUM. SUMA SUBBANNA, Director 

^ 30 1997 

TR.3Tr. 1303.—'pFlftf (TRlf#^ f#m -3% MUR'D 
Rf^f-TRE, 1963 (1963 TiT 22) Tff VKt 7 Rif TTEETTT (1) SET RRR 
TrfTTTEf T3T RE# RT# ft), FRW, ERE FTUFTC # ^ifbpq 

WTI #T EfRTfERT 71. RTT. -3TT. 3978 ERF'S 20-12-1965 71 

Rum tfpje) R teRer ttstt stefrt (tjr-2) tit rete R 
RteRt ft RtRseu Rr fRtu ReR efee mr? ^iq-ft, R. 3 
Rr TTW, RET, E5TE-600020 TET 3rftRJTRT % RTETFl Tit 
eRRr R 22 • 1 1997 7t RETeF R RR TFR ER RF 3TEfE % felt) 
fRR YTlff % 3TERT W^fTRl EFRET ^f) f, 31^:— 

(i) ReR u,HT4 ttn^ tree), (-fRe frdshn tRee ute ^E 

ERE R -hThcI 3lfi|4nl(l T?f 3144 gTTT 3imi^ hftft fEFtsiUT 
'Itifd Eft RITE c(iH % fHU. yyfki F(fEETtt ^‘il RlfET 

fRee ret reef (^- 2 ) % frrfa ( ) Ieee, 

1965 fEEE4%3fEREMOTREmEEl^Tn7^ 

( 2 ) ReR TTKCPT w? TERR) ?E 3Tf»13fTTT % 3T#T 3TE^ 
IF^rf % -^r -0^ fr^Yff TfTnf xsn f-^yiTr 

( frfRjiTT PR qElfvfR fEEEE) EEE-FRR qr fuflRE 

eeRRai 

[TH. E. S ( 12 )/97-i'flli mr? t RF ] 
tpnR EET F^E^ET, f^iqr 

New Delhi, (he 30th April, 1997 

S.O. 1303.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1 ) of Section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Act, l%3 (22 of 196.3), the Central Government 
hereby recognises for a further period of three years w.e f. 
22 -1-1907. M/s Fssert & Company, No 6, III Main Road. 
Indira Nagar. Madras-600020, as an agency for the inspec¬ 
tion of Minerals and Ores (Group-II) specified in schedule 
annexed to Ministry of Commerce Notification No S.O. 3978 
dated 20-12-1965 prior to export at Madras, subject to the 
following conditions, namely:- 

(i) that M/s. Essen & Company, shall give adequate- 
facilities to the Officers nominated by the Export 


Inspection Conucil in this behalf to examine the 
method oftaspection followed by them in grant¬ 
ing the certificate of inspection under rule 4 of 
Export of Minerals and Ores (Group-II) (Inspec¬ 
tion ) Rules, 1965; 

(ii) that M/s. Essen & Company, in the performance 
of their function under this notification shall be 
bound by such directives as the Director (Inspec¬ 
tion & Quality Control) may give in writing frotr 
time to time. 

[F. No. 5(l2)/97-EI&EP] 
KUM. SUMA SUBBANNA, Director 

E^ fREvft, 30 3 t9vT, 1997 

E7T.3TT. 1304.—fEEfa (TETfU# fRWt afR fEReER) 
3TWm, 1963 ( 1963T4 22)T7fETO7#tERERT(l)5RrEETT 
stlf'Wql TIT M'-ti'l Ertrl l|Tr 4)-i{l4 W4>K, Gpl-4 E*Tt 3EETT ( (JR-1) 
33 * 1)11 =tnj=ll '-it pi TE f-mld R xjR fTftSFE TiT-I % feftt ReR 
7jqfrt%Tr^q^ttpft 3TPTT ^fg^TT ( TIT. ) 138 3Tqcqi^%T 

F^, ERIE T?t RTF 3RRafTEE 35 FER 22-1-1997 R^ RRlfRTER 
T?f 3iq[tl% fell) f-tH ^icilRr 3 tRRt 'iflqSKI EI-EdT #cff 1?, 3T*lfT: — 

(1) ReR y4frR#E 3TTTT C5TRT3) TRTTT 

ftrfa frrfeFT ##71 ^rrfHcr arfrmft 

TT) 3TTF1 ■gRT 3PElrf T# W T^t(T TTP4 Ti# % 
fcii) Trfar ^tnt) ytfiT tt#it fsFHTt fri taPt ^i 
urn 3Tq7n cgr-i) %frqfiT (fTctw) fom, 1965 
% r-i^H 4 atmiti f-itlaiRT ymui-Tr f<*u th tt% i 

(2 ) 7flf7##R TTK# 3TN1 #$TT CRT.) 

RRT7T TFT 3TfR7fTRT # 3TRRT 3TR% TTTTf % 3PJRMR 
tfiffl?3ll Ft STIRS Phil ^ f-l^lTi (rd-O’tPf'nyT yrtlfiMel 
fid-T'l) FTRR-Fm RT fFTRRR FR Ff "#U 

LRR. # 5 (11 )/97-i3Ri. i. q). ] 
tJiHlfl FJRT t)®y uu ll, fTSTTTT 

New Delhi, the 30th April, 1997 

S.O. 1304.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (I) of Section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby recognises, for a further period of three years w.e. f. 
22- 1 -1997. M/s Superintendence Co., of India (P) Ltd., 138, 
Angappa Naickan Street, Madras, as an agency for the in¬ 
spection of Minerals and Ores (Group-I) namely Iron Ore, 
prior to export, subject ot the following conditions, namely:- 

(i) that M/s. Superintendence Co. of India (P) Ltd., 
Madras shall give adequate facilities to the Offic¬ 
ers nominated by the Export Inspection Council in 
this behalf to examine the method of inspection 
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followed by them in granting the certificate of in¬ 
spection under rule 4 of the Export of Minerals 
and Ores (Group-I) (Inspection ) Rules, 1965; 

(ii) that M/s. Superintendence Co. of India (P) Ltd,, 
Madras in the performance of their function un¬ 
der this notification shall be bound by such direc¬ 
tives as the Director (Inspection & Quality Con¬ 
trol) may give in writing from time to time. 

[File No. 5(1 l)/97-EI&EP] 
K.UM. SUMA SUBBANNA, Director 

fc#, 30 1997 

■sFT.arr. 1305 .—ftFfa (FFifc-ul Piff'ji sftr fFfteuD 

3TfafWT,1963 (1963 FF 22) Ft) FKT 7 Ft) FFVTTT (1) '5RT 
FTfFFFt FF 'SmDl FTR) 'P) FT<1 f IRffi, HReT TRFFT % Flfa'-'F 
ffttf ft) ff. ot. 3975 irritti 20-12-1965 

RcTH % SFjTtR 7!lfFF FFT TRFF (TjF-I )3T«rfef FT^ 

uft FF t)’ P-lNid ^ PH■OSjrrT Frtd % Rut, ArttH 

FFFFt SITFniffeFT (FT.) frl. 24/1/22-t^ 
famdlStfF^-SSOOOl FT) t(FT STfFFFF) %^F 3 29 H#, 1997 

tdtfr, 34STfcT: — 

( 1 ) %T?) Ft. 3TFF tfctfl (TJT.) foT., f^TT fafl WT 

HR) P FTFF *)' Flfad 3lfflF)|fl FT) Ff-H £KI 
RFFlf ipft MW Fjjfa FT) FTR) % fFP7 FFfcF 

^fftt) FiftnafTF f*tt 3TF7F7 Cgq-i) 

(Rttw) f*FR, 1965 % fw 4 % FTiFfF f=R)W 
FREF FF f^F «JT R% I 

(2) •ftTR ^ult^rt Fr. awgfeFT(FT)fcT. pafffrtpn 
% rrN 3fq% ^rf % w 4 ^rn rtfs 

■ftFI ft) (fafteFT ft) 4<4lfeddn liFFR) 

w-wi ft RnRad d-' i 

[FF. R. 5 (13)/97-t3F^. t Ft.] 
'JHItl J -JHl l^wi’J'ai, Pill'll 

New Delhi, the 30lh April, 1997 

S.O. 1305.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby recognises for a further period of three years from 
29th January, 1997, M/s Superintendence Co. of India (P) 
l td , 24/1/22-A, Thompson Street, Visakhapatnam-530001, 
as an agency for the inspection ofMinerals and Ores (Group- 
I (namely Ironore specified in schedule annexed to Ministry 
of Commerce Notification No. ^.O. 3975 dated 20-12-1965 
prior to export at Visakhapatnam, subject to the following 
conditions, namely:— 


(i) that M/s. Superintendence Co. of India (P) Ltd., 
shall give adequate facilities to the Officers nomi¬ 
nated by the Export Inspection Conuci) in this be¬ 
half to examine the method of inspection followed 
by them in granting the certificate of inspection 
under rule 4 of Export of Minerals and Ores 
(Group-I) (Inspection ) Rules, 1965; 

(ii) that M/s, superintendence Co. of India (P) Ltd., in 
the performance of their function under this noti¬ 
fication shall be bound by such directives as the 
Director (Inspection & Quality Control) may give 
in writing from time to time. 

[F. No. 5(13)/97-EI&EP] 
K.UM. SUMA SUBBANNA, Director 

-T!( RfcH, 30 3T&FT, 1997 

ftt.rt. 1306 .—(fftRf^) fFFFF rR fqftauT) 

RfatWf 1963 (1963 FF 22) Ft) FTTT 7 Ft) TWfi ( 1 ) URT 

fff -TTftRrm fit trim frt) ^n %r))f frftr, ^ 3^^ 

(1JF-I )RFfrI FT®) 3tF6Fi FF fa Fid F) fadR 0 ) FTTF FT falF 

TTRFFFT FT. (ffeFT) FT. fufaTS 24-1-25 

FfaTOF fFtHTTamtHH-530001 FT) 8-1-1997 R afR RF) 

(TfaFtfFft RFfF% led 1 ), faH VRff ^T RtftF l(d<(SKi Hl-Fdl Ttft %■ 

( 1 ) FT. (tfeFT) FT. K f-Flfa 
RRtajFT HRl<'5RT'RT^I t3 r^ HlPHd 3TffeTFTPtt F?l 'flFFTf 
F^M^F^F^^mFTTF^TfTTTT, FFtFT^fF»FF 
^tt uiRi rgfh'JiFFT 3TF7FT f^F-I) % l-lhld ( fm U.TT) 
fWT, 1965 ^f¥3F4%3td^MwngrTWUFF 
feui Fq | 

(2) "fold l(US ifVjlFT.ftf^) FT/fk 3TF)^it 

^ W •fif t^ff ^RT FPit Ffl fTTTFT 
(fW8RT rrq FFlfeTT) fFwri) ^rpj-rrqTj pr hfoi 
■FTF t) -^i) | 

[FF. FT. 5 (14)/97-tShf. Tjrr^ i, qt.) 

^.HhI TpTl TpSTWTI, frTTTFT 

New Delhi, the 30th April, 1997 

S.O. 1306.— -In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby recognises for a further period of three years from 
8-1-97. M/s Inspection & Testing Co. (India) Pvt, 1 ,td., 24- 
I -25, Thompson Street, Visakhapatnam-530001 as an agency 
for the inspection of Minerals and Ores (Group-I) namely 
Iron Ore, prior to export, subject lo the following conditions, 
namely:- 

(i) that M/s. Inspection & Testing Co, (India) Pvi 
Lid., shall give adequate facilities lo the Officers 
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nominated by the Export Inspection Conucil in this 
behalf to examine the method of inspection fol¬ 
lowed by them in granting the certificate of inspec¬ 
tion under rule 4 of the Export of Minerals and 
Ores (Group-I) (Inspection ) Rules, 1965; 

(ii) that M/s. Inspection & Testing Co. (India) Pvt. 
Ltd., in the performance of their function under 
this notification shall be bound by such directives 
as the Director (Inspection & Quality Control) may 
give in writing from time to time. 

[File No. 5(14)/97-EI & EP] 
KlIM. SUMA SUBBANNA, Director 


F^Mrft, 5 f£ 1997 

ff.3tt. 1307 .—Mirr (FFrfMT f™^r M MMr) 

( 1963 FF 22) Fit FTO 7 Fit WIKI ( 1 ) £RTFFF 
vifHnFlMlT'tlFFTFT'^F, '^FPl TH=hK, FrfMT (-H l<H 4 Fit sFTRTTr 
BTfrtTfFFT F. FF. FT. 3975 Ml 20-12-1965 TT»TT it. FF. 3TT. 
3978 Ms 20-12-1965 it MF FFTJtMfFprfMTlMFFT 
( 1JF-I TTtTnjt- 11) FFF3THT MfaF ^ MaUTFIFM 
Pin Trq.TiT^.TiTj, fFfrtTF 5; FIcllSTI F5, HsU'H- 600002 FI flFF 
Mf F.Ft.FTFT FMt FT/fa. Fit 18-5-1997 71 #7 M #T F*t 
FF Ml % fTspi Ml % 3T#T TlF^riT FfFFFFT % FF F 
FFTTT M t, FFTF 


( i ) FF*t FT.Ft.FT5T FT.fiT fnfd f-i-O SrPT hP, it if 

TFT 5F FFF F FftFcT MlFFt cfiT 3TF^ TFT -imi^ 
Tpfr f-FlRpiT h^IVi Fit FfF FF^ % fM, FFplT TjfFFTU 
M Mr MtF (TFT 3TFFF (T]F-| (TFT II) % Mfa 
(Mfrt) f™, 1965 % fro 4 % fMt Maur ff 
W1 FF Mt FT F% I 


( ii ) FM F.fT.Mt F#Fit FT.fU. 5F MlJyRT % 3F»fFT 

Mt fM % M fi M M?Ti £FT FIF£ 5tFT FT 

Mftft (Mian ff FFTfirct Ptffot ) fff-fff ft 
MM rsq ff fffj I 

[FF. F. 5 /8/97-i.iTTt W? i f). ] 
T ‘FF J f 1 H fFTFTFT 


Nevv Delhi, the 5th May 1997 

S.O. 1307.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (I) of Section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Act. 1963 (22 of 1963). the Central Government 
hereby recognises for a further period of three years from 
18th May Nineteen hundred ninety seven M's J.B Boda 
Surveyors Pvi. Ltd. located at M.L M Building, 5, Walla|ah 
Road. Madras - 601) 002, as an agency lor the inspection of 
Minerals and (Ores (Groups-I & II) specified in schedule an¬ 
nexed to Ministry of Commerce Notification No. S.O. 3975 


dated 20-12-1965 and No.S.O. 3978 dated 20-12-1965 re¬ 
spectively prior to export at Madras, subject to the following 
conditions, namely:- 

(l) that M/s. J.B. Boda Surveyors Pvt. Ltd., shall give 
adequate facilities to the Officers nominated by the 
Export Inspection Council in this behalf to exam¬ 
ine the method of inspection followed by them in 
granting the certificate of inspection under rule 4 
of Export of Minerals and Ores (Groups-I & II) 
(Inspection ) Rules, 1965; 

(ii) that M/s. J. B. Boda Surveyors Pvt. Ltd., in the 
performance of their function under this notifica¬ 
tion shall be bound by such directives as the Di¬ 
rector (Inspection & Quality Control) may give in 
writing from time to time. 

[File No. 5/8/97-EI & EP] 
KUM. SUMA SUBBANNA, Director 


F^fMt, 6 Ft 1997 

FFIFTT. 1308. —MlfiT (FFTfMt MfuT M MaTF) 
MtMf, 1963 (1963 FF 22) Fit FK1 7 FTtFFFTTT ( 1) 5RTF5TT 
TTfFFFt FTf ydl'l FRlt Jlf, %FttF FIFTH, itFlf Ff.Ft.FT5T 61^9+1 
FT.fu. F[ MM, FTFTft FfFFT, M Mt, FfM- 575006 fSFTHF 
ifFFjtfTF FFHfcTH ^FH HHF F. 1, F. fF^cFT 5TF dlFrtff) HI'S, 
F^-400020 3 t Fit 8-3-1997 it M Wt #3 FHt Fit 
3TFfF % frrTTT. 'al-M FFT 33F7FT ()JF-1) % fFFfct 7t pTflBUT 
FTT^ %T feTF, FFT SlfFFFFT FF F FT-4FT FFH FFcSt % Ft f% 
fFR FTFf % F#T TtFT, FFtF 

(i) ^.Ft.FtFT 7#4rt FT.feT. PtfSf M&UT FfFTT 

TTF TF FFF ff FTfFF -STtfiFFtt Fit 3TF% TTF 31FF1^ 
Tpft PfiflOT FStd Fit FTF FiH % fUR FFtFT TjfFFTF 
TFT FTfFT 73fFF FFT 31F7FT (T]F-1) FT fnfF (M8TF) 
fFFF, 1965 % f3FF 4 % FTrttF ff FFPF FF 

fTFT "FT H*h I 

(ii) ■foFt F.^.FtTI FffFtt FT.fu. T7T FfFgFFT % F#3 
FF3 fFFt % FFFF if FtiT fFtSyif TTF 3TTFT TtFT Ft 
tF^TTFi (MapF ff FFTfMt Mff) FFF-FFF FT 
Pi Pan FF ff ftF I 

3T^ 

(i) FF^T TFtTT; 

(ii) FFFT FfM, Au-SSF 5TFFFT55 Fit til-S9i' I 

[FF. F. 5/9/97-tM. Vpst Ft.] 
i^nFF FF1 Tptoon, fF^TTFI 



Em ii— 3(ii)] 


17, 1997/k?IK3 27, 1919 


2557 


New Delhi, the 6th May, 1997 

S.0.1308. —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (I) of Section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby recognises for a further period of three years w.e.f. 
8-3-1997, M/s. J.B. Boda, Surveyors Pvt. Ltd., located at 
Raghu Building, 1st Floor, Urwa Stores, Mangalore-575006 
and having their registered office at Maker Bhawan No. 1, 
Sir Vithaldas Thackersey Marg, Mumbai-400020, as an 
agency for the inspection of Minerals and Ores (Group-1 ) 
specified in the schedule annexed hereto, prior to export at 
Mangalore, subject to the following conditions, namely:- 

(i) that M/s. J.B. Boda Surveyors Pvt. Ltd., shall give 
adequate facilities to the Officers nominated by the 
Export Inspection Conuci! in this behalf to exam¬ 
ine the method of inspection followed by them in 
granting the certificate of inspection under rule 4 
of Export of Minerals and Ores (Group-I ) (In¬ 
spection ) Rules, 1965; 

(ii) that M/s. J. B. Boda Surveyors Pvt. Ltd., in the 
performance of their function under this notifica¬ 
tion shall be bound by such directives as the 
Director (Inspection & Quality Control) may give 
in writing from time to time. 

SCHEDULE 

Minerals and Ores Group-1: 

(i) Iron Ore; 

(ii) Manganese Ore excluding manganese dioxide. 

[File No. 5/9/97-El & EP] 
KUM. SUMA SUBBANNA, Director 

0 ftckt, 28 1997 

cft. an. 1309.—fkqfa (mfkk fpm afk Mw) 

atffcrfWT, 1963 (1963 nfl 22) kt HPT 7 k) (1) SKI 

?rf^crjfr -snEfni "517^ -4?^ sttt. 

ITS tit. 311. fk, 24-1-30, (fra-.W kfkk faViiyuHTHH,- 

530001 k) ikknTim amn Cjj 9 -i) atkrLRrk kit kfkkn k 
xjcf kkw % fkt( 8 - 1-1997 k kk nk nk k) aikk % fku; 
fkkkfkrr k ATtfkr arfkmr k m k mim tk t, 

(i) knk ant. kt. ks k. m fk,, fkifa Mot 
R fkis, ski km k mfkn aifkM kl ark ukt 
3tM-U^ U<t1 ftk^T 0 ! Hfljd kf tsifs «*><■) % fktt H'-Cl 
Tjfkrn;kiT aifk73 Pm nm amr C^f-i )kMfa 
(MOT) km, 1965 % km 4 k kMr MOT 
mOT-RT! Ml RH Rlk 1 

(ii) kM 3TR. k. fM k. -SJT, %. arfkTjmi % 

3tkk 3 ^ k Rim if M Mkl SKI 31TC ifpll 

I096G1/ 97—7 


kt’PkTRF (MOT TR i+kfkk Ph-M^ui ) RRR-OTR 
Tt fkfkti m k tk 1 

[FIT. k. 5 /15/97-i 3TT^. RS £ k] 

tJHI t^™l u 9||, 

New Delhi, the 28th April, 1997 

S.0.1309—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Act, for a further period of three years from 
8-1-97, M/s R. V. Briggs & Co, Pvt. Ltd., 24-1-30, 
Thompson Street, Haroon Manzil, Visakhapatnam-530001 
as an agency for the inspection of Minerals and Ores (Group-1) 
namely Iron Ore, perior to export, subject to tlyi.following 
conditions, namely:— 

(i) that M/s. R. V. Briggs & Co. Pvt. Ltd., shall give 
adequate facilities to the officers nominated by the 
Export Inspection Council in this behalf to exam¬ 
ine the method of inspection followed by them in 
granting the certificate of inspection under rule 4 
of the Export of Minerals and Ores Group 1 (In¬ 
spection) Rules, 1965, 

(ii) that M/s R.V. Briggs & Co. Pvt. Ltd., in the per¬ 
formance of their function under this notification 
shall be bound by such directives as the Director 
(Inspection and Quality Control) may give in 
writing from time to time. 

[File No. 5/15/97-EI & EP] 
KUM SUMA SUBBANNA, Director 

Rt Mkf, 28 arifa, 1997 

■JFT. an. 1310 .—Mfa (wfkk Mot kk Mot) 

StMm, 1953 (1963 TU 22) kf RKT 7 kf"3RRK1 (i) URTR^tI 

■nfkikr =fi Trktn Mi "jtr, kktn *h4, k knk %rT5f kkkjki kt 
fk 23-23-12/1 kter ks, fkwjnRrBR k fm t kk fMnn 

<h l kd4 25-6-4, TpTR Mk «blkEdl5l-533001 k t 

kt ott amn % (tjr-i) atk?i; M kit Mfa k 
Mot k fkr fkmnRmf k 19-2-97 k kk kfa nk kt 

m-9di kft t, aikif:— 

(i) knk kkk fkkn IkkOTkki^,um w 

kkn k mfkci arfkFik ki ark 'sro Tmk 

mkl kk w kl Tfpk k fkn:^nkn ■gfkmk. 

mlk 75ifki Twi cgn-i) k fktfci 
(M^i) fkm, 1965 k km 4 k kepk Mam 
ftm Fti Tik 1 

(ii) knk kkt) kkft^ki tk k ankt -ank 

k 4ieH k f-itki sui tknkl 
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CPrftw ijaf wftr# Rnfaq) wi-wi qi fctHaTT 

[TT Tf. 5/16/97-f.3Ilf. ^.] 

JHlfl TJfrT 7Js^rroTT, 


■a 

New Delhi, the 28th April, 1997 

S.0.1310.—In exercise ofthe powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (I) of Section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby recognises, for a further period of three years from 
19-2-97, M/s. Ferrado Laboratories, located at 23-23-12/1, 
Beach Road, Vishakapatnam-530001 and having their regis¬ 
tered office at 25-6-4, Ganjam Street, Kakinada-533001, as 
an agency for the inspection of Minerals and Ores (Group-I), 
namely Iron Ore prior to export at Vishakapatnam subject to 
the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) that M/s, Ferrado Laboratories, shall give adequate 
facilities to the officers nominated by the Export 
Inspection Council in this behalf to examine the 
method of inspection followed by them in grant¬ 
ing the certificate of inspection under rule 4 of the 
Export of Minerals and Ores Group-1 (Inspection) 
Rules, 1965; 

(ii) that M/s. Ferrado Laboratories in the performance 
of their function under this notification shall be 
bound by such directives as the Director (Inspec¬ 
tion and Quality Control) may give in writing from 
time to time. 

[File No. 5/16/97-EI & EP] 
KUM. SUMA SUBBANNA, Director 


il J lR<h ’’jM, 4q*t|SWI 3f)t 

tusf'JiRi'ln Riniui hxhtici 
(luiRaRTjfrrftrwT) 

25 1997 

7KT.3TT. 1311.—4>-R)qTK‘hK, W 
1976 (1976 60) trRT 36 4qUT71 (7) SRT qqrt Tlfa/FTf 

HTOT ^7tFT7 % HFlfo*. Tq^farTT Wt afft 

3Tt. 3130fT[ffr3 

30-10-96 $ t, 

^ 3 if, " io for. um affr so frr.qiq ’ ’ 

TKf afti afor % 7*nq ’h frerfWfeffl tt«? 3ff ^mtn, 

3T*lfo;:— 

“k'vvwsfa toco fa. v” 

tWHi. .V^ 'trq ;N28)/94] 
TRfo oftwR, ifrjqq TTfSra 

MINISTRY OF CIVIL SUPPLIES, CONSUMER 
AFFAIRS AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 

(Department of Civil Supplies) 

New Delhi, the 25th April, 1997 

S.0.1311.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (7) of section 36 of the Standards of Weights and 
Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following amendment in the notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of Civil Supplies, 
Consumer Affairs and Public Distribution number S.O 3130 
dated 30-10-96, namely : — 

In the said notification, in paragraph 3, for the words 
and figure “10 kg and 50 kg.”, the following words and 
figures shall be substituted, namely :— 

“500g and 1000kg”. 

[File No. WM 2l(28)/94] 
RAJIV SRIVASTAVA, Jt. Secy. 


HU* 1 sqft 

4^ Pterfl, 28 -arihrl, 1997 

W. W. 1312.—1987 % ftqq 7 % 34Piq'q (1) % 7^? "13" ^ 31^71^ if qRqr T^jr) 


«6idi % fa fa( qt( (qif) if ■Ht/itqq fatu qqr ^vf/cu qtr f i 


sFR 

tWiRri qmftq qiw qft itiot 

liqtqq qft TiiOT 


ifan 

atfrfrrf 

3ffrfnfa 


(D 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 


1. 3tT^t(R 2:1960 ihlffrH FT. 1 97-02-28 


qfrqit 1997 

wifarii, 2 

4433 ) 1997 


2. 501 : 1976 


97-01-31 
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( 1 ) 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

3. 

3TT&^T 526 : 1988 

5FffFFTTf. 1 
'Ji'i'lO 1997 

97-01-31 

4. 

STT^TT 1341 : 1992 

tftfFFTU 1 
^FT*rft 1997 

97-01-31 

5. 

3TT^TH 1391 ('TFT 1) : 1992 

TTTl'FFT Tt. 1 
^FT^t 1997 

97-01-31 

6 . 

1475 : 1978 

Tfrita? TT. 7 

1997 

97-01-31 

7. 

3TT$q[TT 1571 : 1992 

2 

4H«ul 1997 

97-01-31 

8 . 

3Trftrtf 1767 : 1980 

T^IFT TT. 1 
x FT^f( 1997 

97-02-29 

9. 

311^ 1829 (»TFT 1) : 1978 

TT7Tt*FTTT. 2 

1997 

97-02-28 

10 . 

smfatt 1890 ('TFT 0) : 1995 

TTTTttFTT-i 1 
■FTT^ 1997 

97-02-28 

11 . 

STI^TTT 1890 ('TFT 1) : 1995 

1 

1997 

97-02-28 

12 . 

3TTf^TT 1890 (tTFT 2) : 1995 

WftFT TT. 1 
writ 1997 

97-02-28 

13. 

3TTfiJTT 1890 ('TFT 3) : 1995 

WFfFFTtf. 1 

1997 

97-02-28 

14. 

3TT£(TT 2556 ('TFT 15) ; 1995 

Wft'FTTt. 1 
^FFTft 1997 

97-01-31 

IS. 

STT^TST 2796 : 1995 

TT^FFTTT. 1 
^ 1997 

97-03-31 

16. 

SIT^TTT 3321 : 1973 

TftfFJFTTT. 1 
■JFFTtf 1997 

97-01-31 

17. 

STT^F^T 4116 : 1988 

TT. 2 

Wifi 1997 

97-02-28 

18, 

3TT^ 4126 : 1986 

Wnt*FT 3. 2 
^FF*fl 1997 

97-01-31 

19. 

3TT^FTT 4408 : 1979 

TTSfl’t'FT TT. 1 

FTWft 1997 

97-02-28 

20 . 

3TT^TH 4414 : 1990 

TF?f[SR7T. 2 
jFFTCI 1997 

97-01-31 

21 . 

3TT^(TT 5039 : 1983 

TFTfFFT 5T. 1 

TfT^ 1997 

97-03-31 

22 . 

OT^TTT 5447 ; 1978 

■TTTfUFTU 3 
^FF^t 1997 

97-01-31 

23. 

DTT^FTT 5823 : 1986 

TTTfFFT TT. 2 

WTTt 1997 

97-02-28 

24. 

anfFTT 5923 : 1986 

WlttFT^. 2 

1997 

97-02-28 

25, 

STlfiTTT 5974 : 1986 

WfttFT TT. 2 

1997 

97-02-28 

26. 

OT^TTT 6903 : 1983 

TFffttpT TT. 3 
tTT^ 1997 

97-03-31 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

27. 

F1^2F6188 : 1988 

^FlFTF. 2 

FHqfl 1997 

97-02-28 

28. 

Flf^F 6632 : 1988 

FFtFT^. 2 

FFlfl 1997 

97-01-31 

29. 

■FT^^F 7070 : 1988 

FFtFFF. 2 

TlflO 1997 

97-02-28 

30. 

FTlfaF 7223 : 1986 

FFlFFTf. 1 

FF=rft 1997 

97-02-28 

31. 

F1^!F7259 (FTF 1) : 1988 

FFfaFtf, 2 

FFFft 1997 

97-02-28 

32, 

FTlftlF 8427 : 1989 

FFt«ET 3. 1 

Tiqfl 1997 

97-02-28 

33. 

Fl^iJF 8440 : 1977 

F^F? F. 3 

FEFTt 1997 

97-02-28 

34. 

FT^IF 8611 : 1988 

FFftETF. 2 

FH 1997 

97-03-31 

35. 

Fl^JF 10617 ( MET 1) : 1983 

FFtFFF. 1 

FFlfi 1997 

97-01-31 

36. 

FTjFF 10617 (FFT 2) : 1983 

FFftETtf. 1 

FFlfl 1997 

97-01-31 

37. 

FlftlF 10617 (FTF3) : 1983 

FFftETF. 2 

FFltt 1997 

97-01-31 

38. 

OT^TF10805 : 1986 

FFftFTft. 1 

FFFft 1997 

97-02-28 

39. 

FT^QF 11582 : 1985 

iMkrf, 1 

FFT# 1997 

97-01-31 

40. 

FTlftlF 11679 : 1986 

FFftFT . 2 

FFffl 1997 

97-01-31 

41, 

Fl^EF 12047 : 1987 

FFtKRF. 1 

FFFfit 1997 

97-02-28 

42. 

FI^EF 12064 : 1987 

FFtFEF. 1 

TFFt 1997 

97-02-28 

43. 

FT^EF 12680 : 1989 

FFtFE F. 2 

FFFt 1997 

97-02-28 

44. 

FlfTF 13428 : 1992 

FFlFEF. 1 

Fi<«u1 1997 

97-02-28 

45. 

FT^FF 13634 : 1993 

FFlFFF. 1 

FF^ 1997 

97-03-31 


’HvitFFl mPcimI FiFfEr hm^ hii=^ fch, 9 FFf, ^ fer?ft-i 10002 sfft ftroft, 

F70F FFT ■g^ 3?F FE3T <*>l4fcFtl FJHSmi?, W?k, FfaM, TTtFFlF, FlfaFlFTC, tdiMK, 

FFgc, ftitf, f«hf, ffft, fft ■fir ftsfl tow 11 


[F. %Flwi3 ; 5] 
"5ft. WI, FF 
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BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS 

New Delhi, the 28th April, 1997 

S. O. 1312.—In pursuance of clause (b) of Sub-rule (1) of Rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules 
1987, the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendment (s) to the Indian Standard (s), particulars of which is/are 
given in the Schedule hereto annexed, has /have been issued : 

THE SCHEDULE 


SI 

No. 

No. and year of the 

Indian Standard (s) amended 

No. and year of 
the amendment 

Date from which 
the amendment shall 
have effect 

0 ) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 . 

IS 2:1960 

Amendment No. 1 
February 1997 

97-02-28 

2 . 

IS 501 : 1976 

Amendment No. 2 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

3. 

IS 526 : 1988 

Amendment No. 1 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

4. 

IS 1341 : 1992 

Amendment No. 1 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

5. 

IS 1391 (Part 1) : 1992 

Amendment No. 1 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

6 . 

IS 1475 : 1978 

Amendment No. 7 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

7. 

IS 1571 : 1992 

Amendment No. 2 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

8 

IS 1767 : 1980 

Amendment No. 1 
February 1997 

97-02-28 

9, 

IS 1829 (Part 1): 1978 

Amendment No. 2 
February 1997 

97-02-28 

10 . 

IS 1890 (PartO) : 1995 

Amendment No. 1 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

II. 

IS 1890 (Part 1) : 1995 

Amendment No 1 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

12 . 

IS 1890 (Part 2): 1995 

Amendment No 1 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

13. 

IS 1890 (Part 3) : 1995 

Amendment No. 1 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

14. 

IS 2556 (Part 15) : 1995 

Amendment No. 1 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

15. 

IS 2796 : 1995 

Amendment No. 1 

March 1997 

97-03-31 

16. 

IS 3321 : 1973 

Amendment No. 1 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

17 

IS 4116 : 1988 

Amendment No. 2 
February 1997 

97-02-28 

18 

IS 4126 : 1986 

Amendment No. 2 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

19. 

IS 4408 ■ 1979 

Amendment No. 1 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

20 . 

IS 4414 : 1990 

Amendment No. 2 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

21 . 

IS 5039 : 1983 

Amendment No. 1 

March 1997 

97-01-31 

22 . 

IS 5447 : 1978 

Amendment No. 3 

January 1997 

97-01-31 





2562 

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA 

: MAY 17, 1997/VAISAKHA 27, 1919 

[Part 11—S«\ 3(ii)] 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

23. 

IS 5823 : 1986 

Amendment No. 2 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

24. 

IS 5923 : 1986 

Amendment No. 2 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

25. 

IS 5974 : 1986 

Amendment No. 2 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

26. 

IS 6003 : 1983 

Amendment No. 3 

March 1997 

97-03-31 

21. 

IS 6188 . 1988 

Amendment No. 2 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

28. 

IS 6632 : 1988 

Amendment No. 2 

January 1997 

97-01 -31 

29. 

IS 7070 : 1988 

Amendment No. 2 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

30. 

IS 7223 : 1986 

Amendment No. 1 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

31. 

IS 7259 (Part 1): 1988 

Amendment No. 2 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

32. 

IS 8427 : 1989 

Amendment No. 1 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

33. 

IS 8440 : 1977 

Amendment No. 3 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

34. 

IS 8611 : 1988 

Amendment No. 2 

March 1997 

97-01-31 

35. 

IS 10617 (Part 1): 1983 

Amendment No. 1 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

36- 

IS 10617 (Part 2): 1983 

Amendment No. 1 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

37. 

IS 10617 (Part 3): 1983 

Amendment No. 2 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

38. 

IS 10805 : 1986 

Amendment No. 1 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

39. 

IS 11592: 1985 

Amendment No. 1 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

40. 

IS 1 1679 : 1986 

Amendment No. 2 

January 1997 

97-01-31 

41. 

IS 12047 : 1987 

Amendment No, 1 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

42. 

IS 12064 : 1987 

Amendment No. 1 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

43. 

IS 12680 : 1989 

Amendment No. 2 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

44. 

IS 13428 : 1992 

Amendment No. 1 

February 1997 

97-02-28 

45. 

IS 13631 : 1993 

Amendment No. 1 

March 1997 

97-03-31 


Copies of these amendments are available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi - 110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Calcutta, Chandigarh, Madras, and Mumbai and 
also Branch Offices: Ahmadabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore.Faridabad, Ghaziabad, Guwahati, Hyderabad, 
Jaipur, Kanpur, Lucknow, Patna, and Thruvananthapuram. 


[No, CMD/13:5] 
G. RAMAN, Addl. Director General. 
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m-iq l4^1 *J^r f^itt h^iwN 
( tjqi <*il4vhH 3ffT <3Vl ftTOTT ) 

Nf Rem!, 29 3rita, 1997 

ot. ot. 1313.—+u<*>h otnrt cot % w4T4%-i u^Hf % %r otRt) fwr, 1976 %%ot 10 (4) % stjotjt 3 


NOTftN tifa TTlftreOTT % pH H fa pa < 1 3 ^PltOTt %t %B% °l4N l flgj-< ^ %%1 OT OT^RNOT HR W OT fOTT ft, STftRjfOT OT% ft :- 


OT.tf. 

't)infei A l OT 'TFT 

OTfOT 

8 % 

1. 

NkoM tsltt 3J1 %ot u i, 

• 7JNR 

3T%.%1. qtfe, 

Nftfft^ft-110 002. 

NOT OTTR-ft 

1 1 —1 l 

2. 

NTCdfa 73%T tTlftROTT, 

%TRft ^NR "3rpft 
■gTOTl %ftOT, OT7T-42 

TTlftR 

4 4 t 

3. 

NKiflq t3ld Flf^RTRl, 

OTRfl 7JNR qfrqqj 

OT57-15, ■PTf^T 4>THelOT, 

T|M OT (TprtRT)-382 015. 

TpOTT 

“ 75 " 


[f*7. TOTH ft. 11011/5/97-%.^] 
NOT OTR, OTJOT %tp? 


MINISTRY OF HUMAN RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT 
(Department of Youth Affairs and Sports) 

New Delhi, the 29th April, 1997. 

S.O. 1313.—In pursuance of rule 10 (4) of the Official Language (use of official purposes of the Union) Rule 1976, the 

Central Government hereby notifies the following 3 offices of Sports Authority of India the staff wherof have acquired 

working knowledge of Hindi:- 

S.No. Name of the Office State/UT Region 

1. Sports Authority of India, 

Netaji Subhash Central Centre, 

I.G. Stadium, I.P. Estate, 

New Delhi - 110002. 

2. Sports Authority of India, 

Netaji Subhash Northern Centre, 

Hockey Stadium, Sector - 42, 

Chandigarh 

3. Sports Authority of India, 

Netaji Subhash Western Centre, 

Sector - 15, 

Spprts Complex, 

Gandhinagar 382015 


Capital of India 


“A" 


UT 


“A" 


Gujarat 


“B” 


ff .No. E-l 101 I/.V97-H.U.] 
ASHA SWAROOP, Jt Secy. 
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3frr nRqu m-m oi 
( PMI+JWlfa'MHI ) 

3^ RttfA, 29 37$?!, 1997 

7771.371. 1314.—'MkcTI■M 1956 

(1956 371 102) 3ft HTTJ 3 57t Z3t7T71 (1) % 73S (75), % "3^^ 
% 3FJ71773 ^T. TJ. 7Tt. 77F73T, 377.7^, W-3ir^Ef, 5EJ[5 K5 ft 7 ! 

■5T4FI, 3ITgf%R fcWFT, 3Z31 FtfeFeT 371^3, 3Z31 3Z31 

f/TFlfSTOIZni 3ft fftlftz i?TT 18 7333ft, 1997 3 *7TOfa 
r1T37( 3 rr 7F73 f^TI 33111 

SfRT: 313, %^>4 7773717, aifafWT tfft *1171 3 3ft 
33*1171 (1) % SFJhitjt ij i iTITcT 1T737R % 'JTFjft 73TF77 H^unq 
3ft 37ffeRJ3317i. 371. 3H. 138, 3lf)73 9 77R3ft, 1960 3 fdHRdRad 
3flT 73511*73 wt t, 37*lf?[:-- 

333 afflq^n -fir, yfttfor “ *4171 3 3ft 33*371 (37) ft7 
7^5 (75) % 3T#T % 3T«ft3, 373 71. 17 3ft7 377ft 


7i3f*73 Mfftfci'oi 775 ! arxrfri: - 
" 17. ^T. 7J. 7ft. Timer, ft3. A 

W“3imT4 -5575 7533 737 3373 , 

arrjf^nn famn, 3Z31 'ftfe F ci 

drifts, itiii 1 


nznri 


[77. Wt. 11013/1/97 7(71^.(zj/5ft.)] 
371. %. fi79r, "*757 3lf337lft 
31^ PiUJUl : 7p 3Tffer7J^TTT 3173 7173717 % 7T333 ft 517. 33. 
777571 138, fft3T37 9 3H3ft, 1960 %‘gHT Wftm tt^ sfl-, 


3^ fftwft, 29 3T$FT, 1997 


^7T.3TT. 1315.—’Hn.rftn 311^^1-1 mR^ 1956 

(1956 33 102) 5ft *3713 3ft 33*371 (1) %73fe (73), %33fttft 
% 3^373 ft, ^1. TT7T. %. 51557, 37T3Tft 3?17 fftlTTfiltTISJ '^TF? 
ail/i^M, 1(3,1(3.371. itfs'ifc'tf 3717H 3f5*JTzftf 10 fft3M7, 1996 

71373 fanffan fo>3l 331 % I 


375:, 375, cb-fil*) 7173717, 3=K1 SlfftPiiH 3ft 5171 3 3ft 
33*371 (1) % aTJTTT^I ft, 51711 7TT37T7 % 7317«3 ft!37T3 

3ft3TftHj33lft. 571, 3n. 138, 7Tlfl73r 9 ^r=F5Tl, 1960 ftfftFfwfftra 
3ft7 7ft?it*-I3 35777ft t, 3T5fl(: — 

^ 3Tfli7^ #^57 ‘ ‘ 5I7T 3 5fl 355171 (1) % 757- 
(75) % 3T5FT fftttftfftfl ” % 375tn, 575 71. 19 aflT 377ft 7Tftf*13 
Ufftfeftf % 7«7R Tl, f r 1 t - , lfclftsR1 strH 77. sftl 3f3fe31 773t ^Ib/fl, 
3T5f5:- 

" 19. 751. 1171. %. 51357, 7M73H f^fSTEUFF ” 

333lft 3^715515155^177115 
3715W5H, 571. 1577 . 377. ^f55761 
571H73I, 5T5T[7 | 

[77. 5l. 11013/23/96 554 .( 5 .^.)] 
577. %. fR%, %757 37ft757lfl 
515 NTT : Tp STfyTJ^Tn 517H 7T757R % 7FTm 54. 371. 

777OT 138, 153157 9 ^T357t, 1960 % 5177 <4°Flf^TcI 5H 5^ sff | 


Ministry of Health and Family Welfare 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, (he 29th April, 1997 

S.O. 1314,—Whereas in pursuance of the provisions of 
ealuse (h) of sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Indian Medical 
C ouncil Act, 1956(102 of 1956). Dr. IJ. C. Samal, M.D. Associate 
Professor, thief of Cardiology Division, Department of Medicine, 
I’ntnii Medical College, Patna has been elected by the Senate of 
the Patna 1 hiiversity to be a member of Medical Council of India 
Imm 180) lanuary, 1997, 

Now, therefore, in pursuance ol sub-section (1) of section 
3 ol the said Act. ihe Central Government hereby makes the 
Inllovvmg further amendment in the notification of the 
Governmenl of India in the erstwhile Ministry of Health number 
SO 138. dated the 9th January, l'.V,0. namely 1 — 

I 11 the said nolitieation. iuilIci i - bending, ‘"blcctcd under 
clause |h| of sub section ! ,) of sect lot. ", for serial number 17 
and Ihe entries relating thereto, die loG ntr senal munher and 
entries shall be substituted, riamch - 

“17. Dr U C. Samal, M. D. Patna University” 

Associate Professor, 

Chief of Cardiology Division, 

Department of Medicine, 

Patna Medical College, 

Patna 

[No.V 11013/l/97-ME(lIG)| 
S. k. MISIIRA, Desk Officer 

Foot Note :— l ire principal notification was polished in the Gazette 
of India, vide S.O. No. 138. dated 9-1-1960. 


New Delhi, the 29th April, 1997 

S.O. 1315. —Whereas in pursuance of the provisions of 
ealuse (b) of sub-section (I) of section 3 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956). Dr. S.k. Pathak. Professor, and 
Head of the Department of Forensic Medicine, S.M.S. Medical 
College, Jaipur has been elected by the Senate of the Rajasthan 
University to be a member of Medical Council of India Irom 10th 
December, 1996; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance ol sub-section (1) of section 
3 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby makes the 
following further amendment in the notification ol' the 
Government of India in the erstwhile Ministry of Health number 
S O. 138, dated the 9th January, 1960, namely 1 ■ 

In the said notification, under the heading, "Fleeted under 
chuisc (b) of sub-section (1) of section 3", for serial number 19 
and the entries relating thereto, the following serial number and 
entries shall be substituted, namely 

"19 Dr S.k Pathak, Rajasthan University” 

Prolcssor, and Head of 
Department of Forensic Medicine, 

S M. S. Medical College, 

Jaipur. 

INo.V. I 1013/23/96-MK(UG)] 
S.k MISHRA, Desk Officer 

Foot Note :—-The principal notification was published in the 
Gazette of India, vide S O No 138. dated 9-1-1960 
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73TU 7pllW9 

(Taro umi afp- ftcfliui Riwi ) 

^ Hp/vfl, 24 3l9ei, 1997 

^iT. 3TT. 1316.—3m: TUdiKPiaTUpillfFI, aHPr 

75IT7J Pl^i<?i <jhiIki Pi^mcid Pp tsIRI hxiM 4 % 4u-i WT cltai 

'5RT ^ «hejmT % 'sm, Mmrrmr, Ttmmm, 
hR' 35 'i, Pfum itmt T 4$r>4 % ^tt nidi T/m ^ f^n ®tt 
PUP ngro Pm arfPPm, 1964 (1964 tft 37) m 13 4? 

■SlPPl MRdl 9 THU PPTq % | Jir t ( P I 

PP am: 75TST H4lei9 SilPPl rsllfel Pl^lKrlPl P 9>|4 '^iT Tt 
aftr d i HR^r (j fci % m<?R P fiP Pimf^iAsm TiPmt mttPPi 

tsiifi Pm P> 4)4 ' c ii[| m 4a am4 371719 94 "399 aafVPmm 94 
mri 12 ^ mt i h - mrt ( 1 ) Pi ski Pi9pq Pi ttmim 
16 ar^rfr, 1971 %9fPi9%7Tff[7rcPT7iP ar^PuflPmffmPiPi 
% armr 9m ar^fftm Tjmii mp 4t Pt 1 

PP aprlm PmlViRad 'ti4-di(l 94 4*119,3iPt <7^ mttPPt 
yro Th'ih 94 aiaRci mift 94 9$ If 1 

am: am w Pm aifPPm, 1964 (1964 mT 37 ) m 
aitio-i 94 mn 12-p sin y<n ^(Pwm94 y4Pi 994 i[t( 
%p(Pt mm mmsm Pimferf^m mPmP 94 ttfP m % m4 


4tip rtPPsrP MKrfiM ma Pm 4 Tmm-nfPi mft t :— 


WM P. alPr^ilP/ 

Pmpq 

T S TTTRTT TT T 

mfPt 
igra Pm 

TORI ^7 


%Tm 

m 

% 31#T 
TfilFft ipf 

7mi7% 

P'7«THRI7aT 

i. 


PteiPim 

3-1-1997 

mf 

fm* 

fPPni 



[71. p-38022/2/95-pm. Pt. 3] 

mm nw! ffm, am mfmrn 


MINISTRY OF FOOD 

(Department of Food Procurement & Distribution) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 24th April, 1997 
S.O. 1316.—Whereas the Central Govt, had ceased to 
perform the functions of purchase, sotrage, movement, trans¬ 
portation, distribution and sale of foodgrains done by the 
Ministry of Food, Regional Director of Food, the procure¬ 
ment Directorates and the Pay & Accounts Office of the Min¬ 
istry of Food which under Section 13 of the Food Corpora¬ 
tion Act, 1964 (37 of 1964) were the functions of the Food 
Corporation of India. 

And whereas the following employee serving in the 
Regional Directorate of Food, and engaged in the perfor¬ 
mance of the functions mentioned above had not, in response 
to the circular of the Central Govt, dated the 16th April, 1971 


intimated within the date specified therein his intension of 
not becoming employees of the Food Corporation of India as 
required by the proviso to sub-section (I) of Section 12A of 
the said Act. 

And whereas the Services of the following employee 
have not yet been transferred to Food Corporation of India. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 12A of the Food Corporation Act, 1964 (37 of 1964), 
as amended upto date, the Central Government hereby trans¬ 
fers the following employee to the Food Corporation of In¬ 
dia with effect from the date indicated against his name. 


S. No. Name of 

Permanent Post held 

Date of 

the 

Post held 

under the 

transfer 

Officer/ 

under the 

Central 

to the 

Employee 

Central 

Govt, at 

Food 


Govt. 

the time 

Corpn. of 



of transfer 

India 

1. Shri Kishore 

Weigh* 

Weigh- 

3-1-1997 

Chand 

ment/ 

ment/ 


Sharma 

Godown 

Godown 



Clerk 

Clerk 



[No. A-38022/2/95-FC. 3] 


S. 

N. GUPTA, Under Secy. 


1/1(1 (I <6l4 3pT -tl'JlMH 4*lc1<4 

(wft tera Prum) 

(P^fPwft) 

29 3ppr, 1997 

mi. an. 1317.—P^ftm3TPrfm, 1957 (1957 99 
61) 94 mu 3 94399171 (3) (u) % m 9fP?i miro 

(1) SRT yeti 99 yqVl 9174 ftp Pt-9 717997 Pt %. Pr. 

MtHHK m ?it m T W- sftPimH ?ft dp. P^i. tjOPeuw-r 

%. ^5fi, 3lwWTTq 

TfMM pT^TW, r sqi) HMT Rtt. fF-FTFl, TFJ^tt ?fl 

i(«. frp^irr Ri^ieN % fh "F 'st. Pi4[ 901 4t. rt4, Pi4^i^i 
Ptevfl rq=tii41 UTffl^rpiT Pl^FI ■htnl % aflr HRIT 

FR=hR, WW 7W1 30-12-1997 ^ff 71. 

12-173/57-17771. 7(71. nft, ^ fmMl3RT 7PITl»F1 mft t; m : — 

1. 7R 71. 9 Pi 1 ‘ # pi?, 1371. tsftPmFT, 7ig4RT 

3fl7 #WR % fohcq PF^I Sft 3TK. %. fTTF, 
Pl^W” Tim Tfeife % T*1H Ml “ t!ft 4t, 1771. 
Pern, TPpit 7if7ra -3?t7 4) Pcm % Pffcm 
fw m PrPfcTT P). m, Pr^fw” uftiPehi 

773)^ I 

2. iRp. %. MTTFR, 3?mt!7iW4 

TEift ito TPtfe % PPut; aft 7#f. 


I ()%UI/ 97—8 
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773ft RTtf I 

[77. %-11011/20/97-tfttft 1 R] 
tft. %. ftfw, 3tftTTTff 

MINISTRY OF URBAN AFFAIRS & EMPLOYMENT 
(Department of Urban Development) 

(Delhi Division) 

New Delhi, the 29th April, 1997 

S.O, 1317.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1), read with clause (g) of sub-section (3) of 
Section 3 of the Delhi Development Act, 1957 (61 ofl957)i 
the Central Government hereby nominates Shri V. SUresh, 
Chairman & Managing Director, HUDCO and Shri B. S. 
Minhas, Joint Secretary with Dr, Nivedita P. Haran, Director 
as alternate to Shri Minhas, as Members of Delhi Develop¬ 
ment Authority vice Shri K. K. Bhatnagar and Shri M. S. 
Snnivusan with Shri R. K. Singh as alternate to Shri Srinivasan 
respectively and makes the following amendments in the no¬ 
tification of the Government of India, Ministry of Health No. 
12-173/57-LSG dated 30-12-1957, namely 

(i) In item No. 9, for the entry "Shri M. S. 
Srinivasan, Joint Secretary with Shri R. K. 
Singh, Director as alternate to Shri M. S. 
Srinivasan", the following entry shall be sub¬ 
stituted, namely, "Shri B. S. Minhas, Joint Sec¬ 
retary with Dr. Nivedita P. Haran, Director as 
alternate to Shri B. S. Minhas." 

(ii) In item No 10, for the entry "Shri K. K. 
Bhatnagar, Chariman & Managing Director, 
HUDCO, the following entry shall be substi¬ 
tuted, namely, "Shri V, Suresh, Chariman & 
Managing Director, HUDCO." 

[No. K-11011/20/97-DD1A] 
_ V. K. M1SRA, Desk Officer 

WTTtTTTFRI 

21 31 Stel, 1997 

4 tt. ot. 1318 .—afteiifiw atftiftw, 1947 ( 1947 
fit 14 ) ttI trm 17 % 3757774 tpttk tftz aw 

tffsFRT % WRIT % TFT£ % tffa, 

TOFjT WFTT ^ H4iTf?R FTTcjf Rt 77^97 ^4 17-4- 
1997 ^1 -SIM $371 *11 I 

[T7757T 979-12012/880/87 tft-2(R)] 

. tft. a-41, 4^4 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 21 st April, 1997 

S.O. 1318.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Jaipur as shown in the Annexure, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of State Bank of Bikaner and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 
17-4-97. 

[No. L-12012/880/87 D-2-(A)] 
R. V, B, UNNY. Desk Officer 


Tnrjr 

4l7T 4. tff.3Fljr.lfl-. 41/1988 

""V<7vflT: 717497, m tfTTRtf, ftwt Tl 3TT^r TfFlfal 

12012/880/87-tft-2 (Tf) 13-7-88 


3iTvi trtrtr 44/ tfr 31191 >41 “+>1-1 < uy-s 
FFTRl TO, RltqRI I 


—"snMf 


tfdi sffli TTtrg iSfipjf, -flETR ceidletd 44^7 I 

—3WT ? 4f 


TdttfzirT 


tflditf h aiftiFuff: tft anr.tff. wnf, 37H.iiR.4r.Tm. 

RTtff Tfa Fit tftf tf 4f 4t. T!R. W 

srt€ afretf 4f tttPt eprsTit 

fcRR7 3F*ri 13-1-1997 


BTHTlf 


1=6 4 "97 18-7-88 47f Flf W71 $31t : 


“ FFT 7%H tfsfl 3Tf9T '3ffTOT%7RS TOFJ7 % WRcR ^ Tltf tft 
TR/tf). f4*isif, tfRq 37*44791 aflT tft, %. ftfTOI FfltflSTl 
379fa F?f FTtflRI fPjfSR 97f TTITtia tf ^ tf 
FFT7 =67% 3fl7 T=7*4t 4fR37TT 9?T 37741^ 37R7I7 "97 77TtftTO 
f-iFif nitltsl tf WIT4 9774 9>t =tu4qi^l —HiR^lfRci 

4Ff Ft tftffWT R4=h|r14m 37$4m%-?9RT7f 7’’ 


2. Weft 7TOST77 3TTg?f 9R fWR % 7]7tfT7T 7TO717137197 

I f*F TPM W- tff. ftfFtft, tftTFT RFlfOTT 4 ^t.%. flTOT 
tfw-IH tf 9il477T f fTORft ftyfw tf 7TKF 17isff TTF ^RT 
T J*141 1 J*W Wftf Ftf f I 4f TRl.tff. ftfFtff 44 fTOTfirff 4 P^'li'+i 
2-12-67 tf 10-12-71 4^1 7*ITf % 3TT4K T1 ftfpFT ftfTETT 
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rt, f^rff fffRffP ffffr ff FRif$ r$ fffRrfff ffr stjrtt gffffR ^rt Pfrt 1 
RTpPFRtRT 11-12-71 RiP *5: RTF Rff #t® ffl 3RRTT RT RffRgT 
ff fffRaff ffffr Rip war ff fffgRR fffrRT rrt 1 fffRaft ff fFRpRr 11- 
12-71 ffFTPRftRPaTT% 3RRR RTTTURRT RFfFRRT 2-12-67 ff 

f^rf^Fr 30-11-70 rrt Mtrt r rPfir Ruff rrrt 

TFT I RnpRTR Rff TpRT ff tffff Rff <j>f^H ?|R> ffr R>l-|ffl ^ Rfflfffi ff+i 
ff Rff TRT^ RTffFpffffffffrfRTRffffRTffffffflRTp fffRTRT 1 -4-70 
R rWFW RT TRPTT RTHT RlfFff RT RRpfffr RF fffRTRT 1-4-70 ff 
I'TT'-RT ■flRR! RT %f fR6iRT 1-4-70 ff MftfflaTT MH<*R d<-fR>i 
TRI!?R>( D l IffHIRT 1-10-70 TP FPRT Rlfirff RT Rp ff'R> 4 R^p fRiRT I 

3. aft ‘tlciH 3TiRfirMl % *i<FR ff RF cr^<i> RRT$ fff> 

Rff fsprat ^ ff furiRr 1 4 - 9-72 Rff fftRgr ^ift unon ff tftrtTmr 

fRTRT fRRff fffRTRT 2-12-71 RRT RTfff tcTRT I FR^T RFRTR fFRTRT 
6 - 12 - 72 Rff Rff 4% % W ff 7TRT RRT R RRRff ffRT ff fffRTRT 
3-12-72 ff fFRpRT 5-12-72 RRT ffpRIffR RTT fffffR ffRT fffRT RRT1 
Rff fcj-licfi 14-9-72 ff RRfflajT RT HRI RTHT ■qifi^l RT ^fR' Rff 
PURRT 6-12-72 ff RTRT RRT11 ff ffRT T}ffRR f I 

4 . rP ffp.%. ‘Rrorr RiP fffRaft #rt ff ftnfa 1-8-66 ff 

fFRtRT 5-12-69 RRT fffRaft $RT Rip RfPffPfRRT ffR RTpRJT RTTT3T ff 
R7| ff RT TTRTI 3TtRiP ff R] ffRRp TTTrffP 3RJ37R 3FRI $ 6 
RTRf RfR% 3TgmTRRPt^ftRfR5 1-8-66 ^ 
tRRFP 22-12-69 cW Rit Rlp5#T7r RRft fFRRR Vff f RTT% 7TR1 

"3^ 'fiRTTR)' 1 -8-66 ^ RftRiWT RT RIRT "STT^ I 

5. ?3T 3RPR UT*ff 3tR ^ RIT ^RPtRIRR fRTRT ^ 1% 

RiR^iRrI d'i'^Pl qRvjoi 3 TRRt MKRiRT Ri<jRw RiP 

SIRRt Rlt gjR RiT^ ^ HHl ^'-t R R-fRil RRRJtFT 56*1 96fl Rl^'-f 
f^RT ’5flR I 

6 . RRT RTR f^RIRI %'SRTRflf RF ^73"f%RT f"f% 

■rfpRf RRpRTR RT*ff 3TR '5RT 'RiTitRif ^ RRT^ RT^ ^7 

FRRR f RRT 73% SRT TOpr R#R RtRRT Rn?T 11 W 18 R^ 
Rip ^ ^ R3^ fR^ RRT ^ RTRtrr ^ R?f| 3T3?TPR TJRR RR% 
% arf^RiPP Rifl f i «5 rt ^i fRT^ ^ri PrgRw RiP ^ yfarRi 1 
3trrR % rrrtct ?P wi^ RrgfRfr rrPP 11 sreRi^ fRgRffl tr 
R feRI Rit 3RRRP t«HI f*F RiP 3RRVRRiRT3if Rp *RTR ^fRR 
fi{f^RR 37Rf«J ^ frrg ifP RTRP t RP RRpRRT % R^pRIR RR^ RT RRp 
R1?fP % 3pPr ^P ?3T 3TR7R RiP 31RfP7 RiT RRPR Jtfl'P %RRiRR l^T ^ I 

PRxWTp fRT % 3TJRR RF R#R SfTRlfRRT ^fP ^ 3RgR fRTRI RRI t 
R 3RR Ri^RIRrI’ RfP RftRJRl RF »PP RRTR R^ RRRH11 ^R7 
RiP f=FRfP R1T33T 3TRTRRT 3lfPlR7 RIRp R^ RT^ ^ 3TRR7 RRpRifpRf 
% 3lRjR1 ^I'l'lfPRR IP RT^ RT ^ RIR3TR 3TWT^ ifPt RT RRfRTfpRp’ 

Vr l^rgRR rr #fp t rP srrt^ rrPrrP r^t^ 11 tRftRR 

sfrRi % f^rg RrgftR rtHP t rrt srri? rrPrrP t^RT f^Rft 

RPPW RiP RRT foRt R*7T^ fH^fRR % 3lRlRRfP R^f ^P?P f IRRR 
Rip RfpFRT 'gRRI % fRR RRpRiR RiT RRR TfP% RT f^TRRTJRR 
6 RTf Rft^PajI RT RrgRR fsFTRT RIRT 'I' RRT RRRR RiRp TpRpRRR 
RT^ 'fli'P RT RRT^ RfgRtd RP RTRfP ^ I 


7. cM RRpRlM TP RRfRR RRR^T RT PRR»PP RRTt ^ 
fRRaPP ®PRi"SRI Rf RRRT. fRRRP % 7TRR Tp R? #3 tRTRT RRT t 

R^T 3RT^ fTRRRI % fRRS pRgpRR R!ff Rp R? CfP 3TfRg RRRiP 

f"iyRw ^pRRRRpR RT.fcT. RPTtRT, RF 33T^P RT fRRTOpR RlRTR RipRT 
% R^ RT RiP R^ RP fjRTRiP ■RRf'R % RRTRT ft ^TT% RT RRRiP RRT 
3RR RT RRTRT l|P RTTRp % I RRT^ RpRRTT % 3TJRR '?RRFr RRRRT RP 
fRRRp RiP fRgfRR RiP RfTRR R3t 6 RTF % RfT^fpRTT RiTRT RT RfRT RRT 
R11 "3^ H;ii«h 1-4-70 ^P RpTRtan RT RFP RTRT^TT TTRkTT TTR1RTPS 
R?-fRRT^ 18 Rip RTR RHTRf RRI t / RP TplfFR RTRfcRRT % TRR 
^f Rf ^T3 tRvRTRRT % iRTTRT^ RfPfRTT % 3TgTTR RTTRiP fRgf^R TP 
RR% ^RT ■PTRP R^P RR4 RTJ T*II^ fRRpRR % fST^ref Riff ^ffjTT 
RTT RRRTT RRT RR%T ^FTT fRRK 16 Rff RTR RB7RT RRI 11 RF 
'RfffRRR RP fRTTR % TTRR ff fffRafP UTTT RRRTRIRIRTT RTRfT OT 
fRRTR 19 Rff RRR7R RRTRT RfRI #3f PRTRT RRT 11 

8. Ri^^SIRrffRRrfffTtR^RFlffTRf^RRTRRrtffF 
af P eMffRi fffRK RrffffffRR, 1947 (TT^R ff 3lffffRRR) % 3TRRpR 
R^ fffRTR fRRfffR Riff t W ^ RRpRHff Rff RTR ^ TtffR ff Rlfff 
RR fRRaft ^TRT Rff HRTRR fcTfenT R fftflRRT fffffRR RRRT TFT R 
fffqaff ^Ri Rff RF 3TRffRT T^RT PPfRRR 11 

9. RTfPR % STRlffR RTRf RR Rff 3TPT ff RffafP fffRR 

sriRp^Ri, rr.tPP. IrrrP r fP. %. -farm % rirr rr rt^r %ff 

Rff f 'feRff RRm: nftlfRfff PffRaff FTR Rfff RffaTR t^RT RR11 
PffRafp-SfRTRipaiPT'ff ffpTff.RR, RT^PPRITT, TJTS7 3TFRRT Ril RTRR 
R^F Ulfl fRTT t fRTrff Rfffffffff RTffP TpR FRT RfR RffOT ffFRT 
RRII 

10. Rpfff Raff RiP TJRT RRT RRT 3lfffffTR RIT 3TRRftRiR fffiRT 

RRII 

11. fffiJIR RfffffffR RTRp RR FTR RRtRR fffiRT RRT tffr fPP 
RTT.Tft. fRRRp ff fFRTRT 2-12-67 ff RRff RRR fRTRT fffTRRff RRT ff 
fRRWP ^ ff ^ grfRR ffRT Pffff I FTff Rffff ffPFR 3RRf6TRT Rff ffRT 
ff R ?fp ^p. %. fff?RT Rip ffRT ff V: gffRR ffRT fRRaft ^RT ff 
■fffff IRRRR Fffrl iRTff ffRT RTR 7TRR % f ^PffffRf 3pPrffiR?T 

fRRaff $RT ff fffff t RTfffT RRRff ffRT ff fRTRR R^f RTRT RIT 
R% I T^ffr UR Rff ff 240 f^R RTIR pRTRT RRT % FRfeff ^?RRff ffRT 
fRRRT RpfP ^TTR RRT FTR>P RltPffRT fffglffR R>P fffRTRT ff FTRff 
Rft^RT FP RTRI F3 RRff RR fffTpR RR?P ^R, fffUR Rfffffffff fffRaft 
% RffT f fffT ^ TfPff RRpRRff RTt RTtfffRT tR^fffTT ffRT RfP >3TTRRRRRn 
ffl 3RJRTT RRT ffff^RF STRpR % f?TR RiP R^ ffP pRR% fcTR RRRR 
RRR Rff PffTRT RRT RT I RRR ffr RFRRT RRRff fffRRFJRTT fffgfffR 
RfP R^ 3fPT T?: RTF % Rtff?H RT TT3T RRT RRT RR PtRIRT ff 
RRRff RfffRU Rpft Rf 11 RRRiP RRR % aTJRTT ^pp fRgfRR RfP R^ 
RR% 3RJRTT RR^T RF ffP RR% gff RF ff gRRT RT I fffFTR RffrffffR 
RTT RF ffP R#t t fffr RRpRRff RtP ffRT ff RfP ffRT ftff Rff f rr RRR 
ff RTp^ ^R^R Riff % 3RT: RF 3#TRRRT ffl BpRTfRRRT it RTfT t RRT 
RR^ydt RRpRRT Rff fRRfRF fRgfffR R>P fiffTfRT TT RFTP RlffP W I 
FRffff ^R RSR RfP Rp RffPlfP ffP t 3ppT rfffr PRTRT t fRT fffRffP ff^T 
FRT 'gTfffR ffRi RiffRTlTf Rff TpRT ff Riff fffff Rff 11 
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12. " 2 ft an tl 4 ? PcPf at Pmt p TO P?m tint at# 
afafafn UTtT atgit mm PPaf an tTinmPfjP atPitna P?m I 

13. aPn 1 na Pmt#n fm^ a? 4P am Pa# 4n? sro 
nnpiif aft 4m 4 ^Pn mama pm ant mam nm nnPrii aft 
4m 4 mam Ira an fan# 4n? 'sri swmjP fa# a4 4 i 
m*ff traina # na.4t. ftp# aft 4m 4 mm: Pta-Ptn pan % 
Pt *nama, # aft. 4>, Phii aft Ani P {6HW: am pan, s pan, 
3 Pntr, 3 Pnti, s Pntr a 17 pan 4? t?: mama na # Pan 
aiaPm aft 4m4 pap 3-12-72 4 5-12-72, #a Pan an 
nr mama ufY-rr ntitfnt am 4 , fp Pm# 44? 51 ti ^ft# a# Pt 
n^ 4 1 Pfia afirftp Pm# an a? a# % Pa ftr Pap % mar# 
famfna? fanj mr % P* 4?ptn titant 'siti a?4a?i4 aft 4m 4 i?r 
gn mama % a4a 4 mftif'iPvi'i a# Prm am % 1 stii: ftr tap 
nr Pmt pirn mini ftr #4 a. i i -i % (itaifnant 4 nt 4 i P?^ 
fasH nfjiftrP Pm an a? a# mao Ptm mfP apt Ptm 4 
anTP trnftp Pram 4? smpp 3tamt#n Pnj a? 4 Pi am 
nap# aft mtftinr P 13 P 1 aft PnP 4 nftmrn ’#nftmi aft m 
an# t mnm a# ? attwai ■gpftan P# aP an 4rp P 5 
aafanfi aft 4m 4 naan T^manPtfimmmnnnn 
mrarj# fap ftr Pap 4 mniPftp % PrtP? amai as PPrt 
n#Pmmna?mP4#4n#4ftpmn4%npnwmnmn# 
arfamftn % mm 4 a? Pap anfaaaa % #5nf4nnt if at ft 
ami 4 mam nf rnfafaipn Ptmj# # arai 1 1 fasia nfaPPi 
an w a# wn 11 

14. fa^^Wanr^wana^tf^Fi^afanfanif 
# itai P at anaara aim 'jn ^ ^ Pm# $# sin “pPa m ^ 
P# ail f i am: an# nrtfPar fagPm ait ftnfar ^ # an# 
aft^ar m-f) a# a*n a# it aa# itar aft Pnarmi # aial a# i 
■pin nPram Pi^ra nPiPP Pm# wr Pnai aar t aai aa a#ar 
am % Pf fp aft saaimamT % stjftr m ^ "5a aafanii 
aitmiaiffTgPmafta^ ##p-^%faaaf%3?a , pf?T'aaa 
% anmr an a# *ft am an it fa fan# % smnfa fa anfmif an 
ana Pum aiaa aaaft f-i^faa aft m? an Pi^f# ait Patm it 
hR 41 w anai aft amfn mum f# at aaaft nftmi mat n^ % 1 

15. Pm# ^PmmnPmPr^Pi an pap 3-12-71 % 
3 njma # fan# aft PnjPm Prfaai P an nr 6 am aft aPatm ^1 
atirna ai aft mf 1 # liinat % m# man aa if nf Pi## 
11-12-71 # Pfrmmraiaam Pam % 1 Pm# 4 m ^ 5 n# 3 #?i# 
pair 28 -H -72 % apart # #aPrm aft PrgPn PiPm a 
fpianftnrPaa at 6 anr aft aP#m % anna: at aft 1 atmafpm 
a a# man aa 4 nf Ppfan 6-12-72 4 ait mai 7 #ant farm 
1 1 ?# aiP # #, %. Pmm aft PpPi Pa# 4 ar oti nrpa 
paiPm 1-12-69 % srti amp# a apra aftat % aa at 6 am 
aft aMen % 3 tma at aft # # Pam % a# am aa 4 1 -12 -69 
a # aft mm t#ant Pm 4 1 nf tffat PpPaai Pa# 4 ar fia 
fn aPanP % ana % stimt at tm^ fpm % Pfs Prm ■jihi 
aa^: farm am 1 1 ai# tP "grti apn mrt P nf amPia a# 'sai 


t srnai m fa Ptp at pat man apn ar# a' Pann tm t 
Pa% mna at nf mm m aP P fa aPanif aft aaf aar Ppf# 
Pa# 4m sm nan % ainit at aft nt 1 # ftp# % ann 4 
Pa# ®fnr "Sta nf tarn #3 fam am % P aaait fmjf# Ptaanfaf 
ar^Pn P. mtPt % tap at PimtfP aPia nitat % an at aft a^ 
# P a nf tamfmna anfn%arnm#tt##mPtt if# aiP 
am ## npanit aft fngpr # amp tfrt at ^nm aa at aft p 
nt am ana 4 araia, aaaft fa^f# aa? "'jna? aa at ^ % 1 fa 
aP % mart at aa aa?a ftar % P? fa arPanit aft mt Pa? 
fTjPr 4 a nna % mart at aft p Prgfaa a ^ aft mafP 
4 # aaaft 4m 4 ara aa arm fp f, 4 Pm# 4a? ami 
sammj# a# P4 a4 t ##5 4 -Emama aftftnPmrm t 
faa% Prq. Pa# 4a? aft atrtnPt amt mat m ttarm 1 fa 
man 4 m# an aft #t 4 af a# a#m an am t P 
aafmtf a?t aitfaa? P^Pt nna a? aimt at ^ # 1 Pa# 
4a? fra fa a#a?rtf aft aftmar aaaft ana % mart an aft 
fm ^ faa aft pap 4 PPna aft ap t # aaaft aft#n 
mafn 4? maim Pta % aaam m# np 1 1 Pr# aPant aft 
a fP a m atP fanmjyit naa % aama aft ap fagfaa aft 
pap 4 Pt m# mat P am 4m art4 mm Pta# 4a? ski 
# p prpn prms: an4 apt Punr am 1 1 Ppa aPfafn nr# 
4n at# a^ mt4a 4 fam mrfna?’ 7 #a atga Pi# a4 

.t :— 

1987 (TT) ap. ap. p. (ma. nparraammi.) 
684 % mama mania ^pitTa am rnimpn m nf 
^raPa 'iP?mamPPa;4antaft4m4rf#i^ma 
#!p, at^pra rnmaTj# a aPtsa? f am mm an na 
atmtm 4? a?4a?it a4 mu 4 28 m 29 pa a>i4 at 
ttaai, PPt a4 arjar 4? Pai a arjtna strami f, \ fa?m 
PmtT#a aa?tm 4? marPa Pan aftp armtm Pa# 
4a? -grti apt smarm am 1 1 f# #P 1983 Pa. sa^. 
#. (aa.#-#-) amraaTftaaai 134 f¥a?nn 4? a»n 
fa aant f P a?4ant 6 n4 aa? 4faa? 4aa ## aa at 
a? P ta tfi n am# 4m 4 4m<n aa? faa aa mama 
aatm |m 1 am4? mm 240 pan an4 p?4 ?m4 4? snrnt 
at aaaft 4m Pmat Pt# ma#n aam n pftnnai am 
mrmmn fim mai am 1 fmarmntn aa?ma 4 amp# aft 
4m 4 2,6 a 1 mama atam -p, t, # #nPam aft 
4m 4 #a Pam a?r mama amm ^aa t fP4 
ptai # apt mat am 1 1 ma: tpf4a mi fan? ptfat 4: 
a«n fammfP nanm 4? a*nf 4? an? m apt Pt4 a? 
antm fa4 ar# 4n 4? affifafn 4? n4? an m^ra apt Pt 
aim 1 1 

15 . fa4? srpftaa am afmpi Part Imp fa amtaj 
4 na # 3tmPfpa t P arnf 4a fitT aarm am nr Pma 
mrniPa? Paamfyf P Prana mfma srjaP at am aam arm 

4 1 
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16. UT*ff ftg £171 a^Rlft gft Jlf'lTO ftl 3137117 
.srftrfwi % apgftg Vtf ggg 7ffgi fftgfffti gff t 3rci: ^r% 
371*117 ^ aiggfg ypd'tjdd: gNlfftg gff ftftll 11 ^ 7fftfi ft 
fft£Rgfftfftfft giftf 7fg £1711996 ( 2 ) gR.gR.gg. (4>d4)rtl) 
6ii [ft Pugg'git y^fi fftgi 'i'll ffft7ift) sgigfggp y«ufftn 
fam ggi % 'far ftgftg mm ftgi ^Pw git fftgig) ft Tftfgrrr git 
gi Tpfiftf £ git ftgi Tjfftg % 12 gft gig 7iftggg sMfftgr 
fftgig gmgr ggi ftt 1 ftt ftt Pi 4, fftgig sftftfftgg 3 fftgig g^ift 
grt gft£ srgfa fggffmgftf git g^ aid: ftffttPw fftgig gmft 
ft fSgrcg ■Jfn H#fg 15 ! it I 


17 . ggg fgfgftg % fftg^i 1996 ftg. an^. 7ft. (ftgig 
g gfrgMr) 45 g«n 1994 gR. get. am. (ftgrg g gttgnm) 
1006 ^stgf % gRtftdfanTgr: sgftg 10 gft gn fftdH fftgig 
ft' ggTft ft 'gift % gnrg srgftfg gft aTTftfgrg fftrgi ggi 1 1 gftf 
gffg 1959 (tt) ggr.gftf.ft. (gn. Tigt^i ^gi.) 26 ‘^ftr fti 
•31-dftd HH-ild ggf^f -4141014 £irr gn yPiniRd fgigi ggi ft 
fgr gnfft 3 ffftPftf?rg ggftci ggft ftg gftf gftTffgi fftfftgg iftl 
ft fg^; gft gfgg 7 m % amgfa ftgfftg ffttgi gigi mfftft i 
gg y<M'j| % aggftg gfftgt 111715 gftf ggi sum fggig 7igfftg 
Rfftgnft % 7 TW gift Traift gift g 7 gragft arjgtg sgfttggT 
fgmiggift 1 

is. srqftgfg-gftaggft fttftWr srigfcTgrft gg iftlgiK 
fftgn ft fgi ggift Iggtgr 20-4-74 git 7 i#fftg ggqfft rhi^ ftt 1 
ftt fftgftt ft ftt gfft-gftOT ft gg 7 #R 7 fftnn t ftp gfftOTi 
gg fftgig ^raft arftgr, 1973 ft ggigr gi 1 9 ft f^Ri ft amt 
mftgft gg aggfg 1971 ft umft gjgr k ftpgi 1 1 tti ggirt 
grftgrrft ft gggft 7 Ti^g ft gggg itg g*gf % 3 ggi 7 g 7 ftt 
aftgfftrgr ft grggg 14 gft grgrg, ftt fftgftt ft 15 gft gggig g 
ftt [ft whi ft 17 gft gggig gg ftrgig. ggrgi it gt fftr sTTgiftigr 
fggggjnf f fftTigggftft fgg gftffggi ggi 1 1 

3TcT: 7Tgftftl HHdtgTTftf^ -MHM4 % SKI y^'MlIdd ftlfiid % 

37571K giftf 7 fg ftrggg ftr fft^ ftr angg g 7 ft gifftg R^fttg 
gngggft gggiggff 1 11959 (TT) gg.g77.ft. (gig. Tiftfgi 
^it.) 26 tftfftggg fti g«g ew'id ggngi % g*gf g 7 -hh-^m 
fttft % grng gg g^ig tti wtr g 7 ggiftt ftft f ftt fgi ?tt 
sTfftgrrg ftr fftg gliRggft 1 1 3 R; giftf 7 fg "sm gg fggig 
3 T?ggi fftRTSFjft ddiqi ggr f IftTifti ggrg giftf 7 ig gft 3 T' i gftgi 
Tfttggr fgrft gift gftg gft 1 1 


19 . gggfgftggft 3ngRgrggfggigggggTRggftg 
fgigi gun t fgi fggftt ftgi fti gaRiftg gft giftggft Tiftftt 
gg.7ft. fTigftt, fttgg aftgfftgi g ftt.ftr. tg77g gft gfftgtw 
aigfg gft gggft gitfftgi fftgfftg gft Iftgtgr ft ft grgg gff 
^nft g Tggft gftwi gft gTgft angg g7 gitfftgi tftgfgg gft 
tftgfR ft wti gff ggft gft ggftgift "^gigffftg gft Trft f ggi 
gftggi gifgg srggtg gng grrft fti gig gff f 1 

20 . ggngi ft ggg aggig gg argif giffti fftrgi gigi f 
ftt ftgsi 7114) 1 7 gft fgggrj7g7 ggnggift ftgi gift 1 

3TK. ftt. gpqf, ^gigifttTT 


g^ fftpftt, 22 aiftgi, 1997 

gg.3g. i3i9.— fttdtPrg) fggig arfftfftgg, 1947 (1947 
gg 14) gft gi7i 17 % srgriTgft, ftigftg7i7gg7ft. ftt. 7ft. 7ft. 1771. 
% gfttgfa % Tigs PdgWf aft7 gg% giftggft fti fttg, agftg ft 
fftf^3fifttfftgrfftgigftftgfttg777gg7 3ftiftfftg7 3ifftggnf (ft,-i), 
gggig ftiggiz gft gggfftg ggftt %, ftt ftgftg mgii gft 21 -4-97 
gft gigi jsn gi 1 

[7T.g77.-20012/315/89-giT^ 31T7 (7lt-3irf)] 
ftr. ftt. ftt. aftt, t7gr sifftggft 


New Delhi, the 22nd April, 1997 

S.0.1319.—In pursuance of Section 17 ofthe Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, (No. 1) Dhanbad as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of M/S. BCCL and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 21-4-97 

[No. L-20012/315/89-IR(C-I)] 
K.V.B. Unny, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10 < 1 )(d)(2A) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No. 65 of 1990 

Parties : Employers in relation to the management of 
Putki Balihari Area of M/S. B.C.C. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen, 

Present: Shri Tarkeshwar Prasad, Presiding Officer. 
Appearances : 

For the Employers : Shri B. Joshi. Advocate. 

For the Workmen : Shri J.P. Singh, Advocate. 

State : Bihar. Industry : Coal. 

Dated, the 4th April, 1997 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012/315/89-1,R. (Coal-1) dated'nil' 
the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour has, in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec. (1) 
and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, referred the following dispute for adjudication to 
this Tribunal : 

"Whether the demand of Shri Manoj Kumar Sinha, 
Typist cum-Clerk, Putki Balihari Area of M/S. Bharat 




2570 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MAY 17, 1997/VAISAKHA 27, 1919 


[Part II— Sec, 3(ii)] 


Coking Coal Limited, for reinstatement in service with 
full back wages is justified? If not, to what relief is the 
workman entitled to?" 

2. The workman has appeared and filed written 
statement individually and not through sponsoring union and 
has stated that he was Typist-cum-Clerk, Putki Balihari Area 
and had raised dispute individually before the Asstt. Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Dhanbad and after failure of the 
same the dispute was referred by the Ministry. It is said that 
while he was working as typist-cum-clerk a chargesheet dated 
14/15-3-83 alleging his involvement in fake appointment of 
Surya Bhushan Prasad and others and he was put under 
suspension. He submitted his reply refuting the charges 
levelled against him and after having received the reply the 
management did not hold enquiry and continued the order of 
suspension for about four years and criminal case was lodged 
against him and on his representation the domestic enquiry 
was held in haste without waiting decision of the competent 
court of law. It is said that an F.I.R. was lodged by the 
management which was registered as R.C. Case No. 5/83(D) 
T.R, No. 1/86 in which also Special Magistrate did not hold 
him guilty and acquitted him from all charges. He also said 
that the management ought not to have instituted with 
departmental enauiry during the pendency of the criminal 
case and this judgement of acquittal was completed on 29-8- 
86 and the management dismissed the workman from service 
illegally and arbitrarily and this order of dismissal was without 
jurisdiction. It is further said that Shri B.M. Lai was appointed 
as Presenting Officer who was personally biased against him 
as he had filed an FIR against Sri B.M. La) earlier and it is 
also said that during the period the workman was office bearer 
of Colliery Karmachari Sangh affiliated to Bhartiya Mazdoor 
Sangh and organised by demonstrations for fulfilment of the 
demand of the workmen in course of which some altercation 
took place with Sri B.M. Lai against whom an FIR was lodged 
bv the concerned workman on 10-6-85 and for the same 
reason Sri S.N.P. Sinha Enquiry Officer, was also biased 
against him as he was a member of the same Officers' 
Association. He also said that no proper opportunity was given 
to him to defend his case and finding of the departmental 
enquiiy was perverse. It is also said that there was no evidence 
at all to substantiate the charges against the workman and it 
is finally stated that the dismissal order be revoked and he 
reinstated in service. 

3 . 1 further find that the management has appeared 
and filed written statement stating, inter-alia, that the reference 
was not legally maintainable and it is said that from December, 
1981 to October, 1982 several workmen were inducted into 
the employment of Bhagaband Area No. VII presently known 
at Putki-Balihari Project by fabricating appointment letters 
issued under forged signature of Sri R.P. Singh, the then 
Dy. Personnel Manager (MP) incharge of recruitment of 
workmen at Headquarter and posting them at different areas. 
It is said that the concerned workman was one of the persons 
involved in fabricating of appointment letters with forged 
signature of Sri R.P. Singh and he actively aided and abetted 


the workmen in procuring the appointments and being posted 
at different jobs in area No. VII. It is said that he committed 
serious misconduct of theft, fraud and dishonesty in 
connection with employer's business. It is said that a charge- 
sheet was issued to the workman under signature of the 
General Manager/Chief Mining Engineer for the charges and 
the workman submitted his reply dated 25-3-83 denying the 
allegations levelled against him in the chargesheet and Sri S. 
N. P. Sinha, the then Personnel Manager was appointed as 
Enquiry Officer and Sri B.M. Prasad, Dy. Personnel Manager 
was appointed as Presenting Officer by the General Manager/ 
Chief Mining Engineer of Bhagaband Area No. VII. The 
departmental enquiry was held on 15-7-83 onwards and after 
its completion on 78.87 and this longer period of enquiry 
was due to delaying tactics adopted by the chargesheeted 
workman concerned in the joint enquiry. It is said that the 
departmental enquiry was held in presence of the 
chargesheeted workman and full opportunity was given to 
them to cross-examine the management's witnesses and to 
give their own statements and to produce defence witnesses 
arid the chargesheeted workmen availed full opportunity to 
defend themselves and they did not make any complaint 
against the Enquiry Officer of against the manner of 
conducting departmental enquiry. The Enquiry Officer 
submitted his report dated 30-8-88 holding the concerned 
workman guilty of the misconducts charged against him, and 
thereafterthe concerned workman was dismissed from service 
by letter dated 25-6-88 under the signature of General 
Manager/Chief Mining Engineer. 

4. By way of rejoinder to the written statement of the 
workman the contentions of the workman have been denied 
specifically and parawise and the same was said to be not 
correct and denied. It is also denied that the Enquiry' Officer, 
Sri S.N.P. Sinha was biased against the concerned workman 
and it is also submitted that Sri S.N.P. Sinha had no 
connection with Sri B.M. Lai and it is said that Sri B.M. Lai 
was appointed Presenting Officer in the year 1983 and the 
enquiry was proceeding since then. It is said that Sri B.M. 
Lai was designed to intimidate the presenting officer not to 
present witnesses and not to produce documents before the 
Enquiry Officer. It is also said that misconduct of the workman 
was highly serious regarding fraud and dishonesty and played 
pressure tactics against Sri B.M. Lai and to intimidate him 
from acting as Presenting Officer. Other allegations are also 
said to be incorrect and it is denied. It is absolutely said that 
the workman was rightly dismissed from service due to his 
serious misconduct and finding him guilty in the departmental 
enquiry in his presence. 

5. I further find that a rejoinder has also been filed by 
the workman to the written statement of the management and 
contentions of the written statement filed by the management 
have been denied specifically and parawise and the same is 
said to be incorrect and malafide and denied. It is also said 
that the Enquiry Officer submitted perverse report on the basis 
of no evidence at all. It is finally said that an award be passed 
accordingly. 
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6 . On the basis of pleadings of the parties following 
points are to be decided in this reference : 

(a) Whether the demand of the concerned workman, 
Manoj Kumar Sinha for reinstatement in service 
with full back wages is justified or nor? 

(b) If so, what relief or reliefs the concerned workman 
is entitled? 

7. Both the points are interlinked and as such are taken 
together for their consideration. 

8 . It is to be noted here that fairness and propriety of 
the domestic enquiry was taken as preliminary issue on the 
request of parties and for that the management has examined 
MW-1—S N P. Sinha, Enquiry Officer, who since has retired 
as General Manager (Administration) from 1-3-1992. He 
conducted domestic enquiry in respect of six workmen for 
commission of misconduct and the chargcsheets issued 
against them are Exts. M-1 to M-1 15 and reply given by them 
are Exts. M-2 to M-2/5 and two letters issued by the General 
Manager of Bhagaband Area about conducting enquiry, 
marked Ext. M-J and M-3/1. Notice of enquiry given to all 
the workmen is Ext. M-4. The letter issued by the Chief 
Personnel Manager is Ext. M-5 and another letters issued by 
the Acting General Manager are Exts. M-6 and M-7. Three 
oilier letters issued by the Dy. Personnel Manager have been 
marked Ext. M-8 to M-IO and the application given by all 
the workmen in the enquiry is Ext. M-ll and some other 
letters produced during the enquiry kept in register was 
marked Ext. M-12. Series and file contain entire domestic 
enquiry proceeding. He recorded the statements of the 
witnesses in his own hand and gave full opportunity to cross- 
examine the witnesses and to give their own witnesses and 
their own statement. He read over statements given by the 
witnesses to the workmen and being satisified they have put 
their signature and also mentioned that it was recorded 
correctly. Documents produced during the enquiry were Ext. 
M-12 He submitted enquiry report Ext. M-13 and he found 
all the six workmen including the present workman guilty of 
the charges levelled against them. He has also proved 
notesheet of Dy. Chief Personnel Officer and approval of 
General Manager, marked Ext. M.14 and M-14/1 and 
dismissal orders to the workmen marked Ext. M-15 and M- 
I5M. lie has further stated that at the relevant period the 
General Manger of the area was the Chief Mining Engineer 
and he conducted the enquiry fairly and properly and in 
accordance with the principles of natural justice. He has been 
cross-examined at length and has denied that the chargesheet 
Ext. M-1 /5 and its original was not available in the office. He 
did not remember that if he had considered the FIR lodged 
by the concerned workman against B, M. Lai on 10-6-85 and 
there was any biasness against the workman in representing 
Sri 1 al as management's presenting officer and no objection 
was raised by the workman against the procedure in the 
enquiry The documents were not examined by the 
handwriting expert about fabrication of the same. He denied 
that he prevented the workman to examine the witness and 
he denied that he overlooked the cogent evidence in the 


enquiry and he further denied that he acted unfair and 
improper manner. 

9. No witness was examined by the workman during 
the preliminary enquiry and when the case was fixed for 
hearing argument on preliminary point it is dear from order 
dated 6-9-96 that Sri J.P. Singh, Advocate, appearing for the 
workman, conceded that the domestic enquiry was held fair 
and proper. Thereafter the matter was to be heard on merit 
and no further evidence was led by either side in support of 
their respective contentions. 

10. While arguing it is submitted on behalf of the 
workman that holding of domestic enquiry was not fair and 
proper and as he was member of the union, namely. Colliery 
Karmachari Sangh functioning in the area and had protested 
against the action of the management and also organised 
demonstrations for fulfilment of the demands of the workmen, 
he was implicated in a case of fake appointment and false 
chargesheet was issued against him alleging misconduct of 
theft, fraud or dishonesty. It is also said that criminal case 
was filed for the same occurrence by the management and he 
was put under suspension and kept under suspension for long 
period of four years and when represented the matter for the 
management the domestic enquiry was held in quite haste 
and even conclusion of the trial case was not awaited by the 
Enquiry Officer where he was acquitted against all the 
charges. But he was held guilty in the departmental enquiry 
without any valid evidence on record and Sri B.M. Lai, 
Presenting Officer was biased against him as the workman 
had filed FIR against him for the same incident and altercation 
took place amongst them. 

11. It was also pointed out that the concerned 
workman was notappointing authority. He was simply Typist- 
cum-Clerk and typing which was given to him for typing 
work officially and similar typewriter with similar key board 
are available in the market and it cannot be said that so called 
forged appointment letters were typed and issued by the 
concerned workman and even without ascerting this fact he 
was chargesheeted and put under suspension and on the basis 
of enquiry report he was dismissed from service as the 
management was pre-determined to get rid of him arbitrarily 
and illegally. It is also said that when for the same occurrence 
criminal case was going on in the Court the parallel enquiry 
should not have been held by the management and the result 
of the criminal case ought to have been awaited by the 
management where he was acquitted of the charges levelled 
against him. It is said that there was no merit at all in the plea 
taken by the management and he has been victimised 
arbitrarily and dismissed from service with no fault of his 
and he is entitled for his reinstatement in service with full 
back wages and his demand is quite justified. 

12. However, it has been argued on behalf of the 
management that fairness of domestic enquiry has been 
conceded on behalf of the workman vide order dated 6-9-96 
and the only point to be considered -in this case is about 
quantum of punishment awarded to the workman. It is further 
submitted that even in course of hearing on the pieliminary 
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point of fairness and propriety of domestic enquiry no witness 
was examined on behalf of the workman nor any document 
was produced to show that there was any biasness against the 
workman or that the enquiry was not held fairly and 
properly. So far only allegation raised by the workman in 
his written statement is that Sri B.M. Lall who was Presenting 
Officer of the management was biased against the workman 
had filed criminal case against him that some altercation took 
place amongst them. However, it is pointed out that this 
domestic enquiry was started in July 1983 and on several 
occasions time petition was filed by the workman on the 
ground that criminal case was pending for the same occurrence 
and it should be disposed of. So far filing of criminal case 
against Sri B.M, Lall by the workman is concerned it is 
submitted that this enquiry is of the year 1983 whereas the 
workman had filed case against Mr. Lall in June 1985 just to 
intimidate him so that he did not produce management's 
witnesses against the workman or that he did not take active 
participation in the said domestic enquiry and this is another 
instance of misconduct of the workman and it is incorrect to 
say that Sri Lall was biased and prejudiced against the 
workman from before as the said criminal case filed by the 
workman was well thought of plan to intimidate at belated 
stage of enquiry. 

13. It is also submitted that another plea has been 
taken by the workman that he was simply typist-cum-clerk 
and he was not appointing authority so as to issue appointment 
letter to some other workmen. True it is that he was not an 
appointing authority but he connived with Sri R.P. Singh and 
provided all the facilities for typing out forged appointent 
letters and prepared false and fabricated documents and had 
taken those letters and placed before the authorities and 
conspired with Sri V.R. Singh, the then Dy. Personnel 
Manager, incharge of the Establishment and got the said letters 
accepted by him as genuine and he accompanied the workers 
to the places of posting and he handed over those letters to 
those officers and he wrote joining letters on behalf of the 
workmen and after their signatures they were allowed to 
report. In this view of the matter it is submitted that his 
misconduct of getting basic letters fabricated with forged 
signature and used the same as genuine and getting persons 
recruited can't be disputed and the Enquiry Officer has rightly 
held him guilty of misconduct of charges levelled against 
him. This being serious misconduct, the quantum of 
punishment in the form of dismb I was quite legal and 
justified. 

14. It is also pointed out that the workman had taken 
the plea that he was active office-bearer of the union called 
Colliery Karmachari Sangh and he incurrred the displeasure 
of the management due to his union activities and he was 
charge-sheeted and involved in the case. But it is pointed out 
that on perusal of the reference it would appear that dispute 
was raised under Sec. 2A of the I.D. Act by the concerned 
workman himself in the year 1990 and the said Colliery 
Karmachari Sangh union did not sponsor the case nor any 
dispute was raised on behalf of the union and it goes to prove 


that the union to whom he claimed to be office-bearer, was 
fully convinced about his serious misconduct and the said 
union did not raise the dispute on behalf of the workman. It is 
also submitted that it has been argued on behalf about fairness 
of enquiry that no proper opportunity was given and it was' 
against principle of natural justice. But all these points go 
away in view of the fact that it has been stated on behalf of 
the workman that the domestic enquiry was fair and proper 
and now it is not open for him to challenge the same. 

15. Another plea taken on behalf of the workman is 
that the criminal case was filed against him for the same 
offence and in that case he was acquitted by the Special 
Magistrate by his judgement dated 29-8-1986 but even then 
the management dismissed him from the service. In this regaid 
it is submitted that criminal trial is quite different from the 
principle of domestic enquiry and in the criminal case the 
charge has to be established beyond all reasonable doubts 
and all the elements associated with the offence must be 
conclusively proved and that this workman forged the 
signature of Sri R. P. Singh and actually fabricated the 
documents and he might have got benefit of doubt. But while 
considering the charge of misconduct and dishonest act in 
domestic enquiry hearing the charge is to be established on 
the preponderance of evidence and sufficient evidence was 
led before the Enquiry Officer to show his active participation 
in fabrication of document forging signatures of Sri R. P. 
Singh and commission of his honest act of procuring false 
and fabricated appointment letters and pursuing the matter 
and getting those persons appointed would have been 
considered as serious misconduct. Therefore it was submitted 
that even the workman being acquitted in criminal case it 
might not have no bearing with the disciplinary proceeding 
and the action initiated in both the cases are different in nature. 
It is also submitted that after domestic enquiry being conceded 
as fair and proper under provision of Section 11 - A of the Act 
the Tribumnal is to see that the evidence led before the 
departmental enquiry or not and no fresh evidence is to be 
taken into consideration by the Tribunal and any award on 
such fresh evidence would be in violation of the provision to 
Section 11-A of the l.D. Act. 

16. It is also submitted that the present case is to be 
considered in a very narrow campus that whether the charges 
h&ve been proved or not and whether the punishment imposed 
upon the workman was disproportionate to his misconducct 
or not. It is submitted that the domestic enquiry being 
conceded fair and proper by the workman there is nothing to 
challenge the finding of the Enquiry Officer about finding 
the workman guilty for the charge of misconduct levelled 
against him and it was also submitted that the workman was 
found guilty of serious misconduct of dishonesty in 
connection with employers business and in this view of the 
matter punishment of dismissal imposed upon him was fully 
justified. 

17. After going through the case and considering the 
points of arguments advanced on behalf of the parties, 1 find 
much force in the plea taken on behalf of the management 
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that both the criminal cases and departmental proceedings 
are on different footing and certainly in a departmental enquiry 
the charges are to be established on preponderance of evidence 
and the workman can be found guilty for the charges even 
after acquittal of criminal case where the charges are to be 
established beyond all reasonable doubts in absence of that 
an accused got benefit of doubts whereas in a departmental 
proceeding the matter is to be considered in the light of 
circumstances and the evidence on record, It is clear that the 
workman got extra interest in appointing of those workman 
in connivance with Sri V, R. Singh, the then Dy. Personnel 
Manager Incharge of establishment and got those forged and 
fabricated appointment letters accepted by him as genuine 
and he accompanied the workmen from place to place and to 
their place of posting and he handed over those letter in the 
offices where he wrote joining letters on behalf of those 
workmen and after getting their signatures got them allowed 
to report for duty, From this count of eye witness and 
document proved produced in the departmental enquiry the 
Enquiry Officer has rightly held him guilty for the misconduct 
of dishonesty and fraud in respect of employer’s business 
fully proved and established and he found him guilty for the 
above misconduct as given in the charesheet. It is also to be 
noted here that certainly the workman got the departmental 
enquiry forged for such a long period on the pretext that 
criminal case was pending against him and that in course of 
pendency of the criminal case he got criminal case filed against 
Sri B. M, Lall, Presenting Officer of the management just to 
threaten him so that he would not dare to produce evidence 
both oral and documentary against him in the enquiry and 
this is another instance of misconduct of the workman and 
now he has taken the plea that Sri Lall was biased against 
him and the management knowingly appointed him 
Presenting Officer in the said departmental enquiry whereas 
the fact is otherwise as noted above. 

18. After considering all the facts and documents 
marked exhibits on behalf of the parties in course of hearing 
on preliminary point I find no merit in the plea taken by the 
workman in the demand of his reinstatement in service with 
full back wages and certainly his demand is not justified at 
all and he is not entitled to any relief as claimed. Both the 
points are decided against the workman. 

19. Hence, the award— 

The demand of the concerned workman, Manoj Kumar 
Sinha, for reinstatement in service with full back wages is 
not justified and he is not entitled for relief as claimed. 

However, there will be no order as to cost. 

TARKESHWAR PRASAD, Presiding Officer. 

23 31&C1, 1997 
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New Delhi, the 23rd April, 1997 

S.0.1320—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Northern Railway, Allahabad and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 23-4-97. 

[No. L-41012/124/93-IR(B.)] 
K, V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHR1 B. K. SRIVASTAVA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, DEOK1 PALACE 
ROAD, PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 47 of 1995 

In the matter of Dispute; 

BETWEEN 

Divisional Railway Manager, 

Northern Railway, 

Allahabad Division, 

Allahabad. 

AND 

Dina Nath, 

Mandal Sangthan Mantri, 

Uttar Railway Karmchari Union, 

2, Naveen Market, Prade, Kanpur, 

AWARD 

1, Central Government Ministry of Labour, New Delhi 
vide its notification No. 41012/124/93-1 .R.(B) dated 3-5-1995 
has referred the following dispute for adjudication to this 
Tribunal; 

KYA PRABHANDH TANTRA MANDAL RAIL 
PRABANDHAK UTTAR RAILWAY 
ALLAHABAD DWARA KARMKAR SHRI 
MOINNUDD1N KO 16-8-1986 SE SEWA SE 
NISHKASHIT KARNA NAYOCHIT HAI ? 
YADINAHI TO SANBANDH1T KARAMKAR 
KIS ANUTOSH KA HAKDAR HAI 7 

2 . It is needless to give the detail of the case as on 
11-3-1997 the concerned workman had given in writing that 
during the pendency of reference managenent has given job 
and does not press the reference. 
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3. In view of above the demand of concerned workman 
having been already met the reference is decided accordingly. 

SdA 

B. K. SRIVASTAVA,Presiding Officer 
23 1997 
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New Delhi, the 23rd April, 1997 

S.0.1321.-—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Northern Railway, Allahabad and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on 23-4-97. 

[No. L-41012/75/91 -D-2(B)/IR(B-D] 
K. V B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. K. SRIVASTAVA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNALCUM-LABOUR COURT, DEOKI PALACE 
ROAD, PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 47 of 1992 
In the mutter of Dispute: 

BETWEEN 

President, 

■■ Rashttiya thoturtha Shreni Rail Mazdoor Congress, 
7236 Namneir, Agra. 

■ ' AND 

Divisional Railway Manager, 

Nofthdfri Railway, 

Allahabad. 

AWARD 

I, Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi, vide its notification No. L-41012/75/91 -D-2(B) dated 
26^2-92/4-3-1992 has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal— 

Whether Divisional Engineer, Northern Railway, 
Tundala was justified in terminating the services 


of Shri Raj veer Singh S/o. Sg. Genda Lai as CPC 
Gangman w.e.f. 5-1-90 ? If not what relief the 
workman is entitled to ? 

2. The case of the concerned workman Rajveer Singh 
is that he was a casual labour PW1, Northern Railway at 
Tundla from 1974. After completing 120 days he had acquired 
temporary status. He continued to perform this duty. On 
5-1-90 he was removed from service as in the medical 
examination he was declared unfit for B-l category but was 
found fit for G-1 and G-2 category and thus he ought to have 
been given the post of Chaprasi Chowkidar, Waterman 
Messenger etc. As he had completed more than 240 days he 
ought to have been given retrenchment compensation and 
notice pay. In its absence this retrenchment is bad in law. 

3 . The opposite party has filed reply In which the claim 
of the concerned workman he been denied. 

4. From the own admission or lb . - . emed workman 

it becomes clear that he was a temporary employee and that 
he was found medically unfit and was consequently 
decategorised. His grievance is that he has not been given 
alternative job. This claim of the concerned workman stands 
completely negatived by the case of Union of India versus A 
Mouzi 1996 Lab. IC 2649. In this case a temporary employee 
was decategorised because of eye’s problem. No suitable job 
was offered to him. Interpretating the various provisions of 
railway establishment Code Hon’ble High Court was pleased 
to observe that in a case of temporary empolyee if medical 
unfitness has occurred due to performance of duty the 
management is duty bound to provide alternative job 
otherwise it is not obligatory on the part of the railway. In the 
case of concerned workman medical incapacity has not 
occurred due to act done during the course of performance of 
duty. Instead it has occurred due to again and this is not 
connected with employment. Had the incapacity arises due 
to any accident while performing the duties the position would 
have been different. Thus in view of above ruling I come to 
the conclusion that it was not obligatory on the part of the 
oppsite party to have provided alternative job to the concerned 
workman. 

5. I am further of the view that where the employee is 
removed from service due to medical unfitness it would not 
be a case of retrenchment, hence various provisions of 
Industrial Disputes Act, including 25F of l.D Act would not 
attract. 

6 . In view of above discussion my award is thai the 
action of the management in terminating the services of the 
concerned workman is justified. Consequently, the concerned 
workman is not entitled for any relief. 

7. Reference is answered accordingly. 

Sd/- 

B. K. SRIVASTAVA,Presiding Officer 




['‘TFT II—'W 3(ii)] 


'TRA RF (M9d : ^ 17, 1997/%rer 27, 1919 


2575 


tWt, 23 3T$H, 1997 

W.3TT. 1322.—3JIWIPFF f4gr< arfafWT, 1947 (1947 
14) sf) *1R117 % aTJHFn'3, -h TOR -1)444.1-14, CKa-i*, 

% UF-tTctF % <H«*s f-i4l'Ji'nl afk a-i4i c r>4 ( tii<T % 41 '4, SFJ^tj if 
aMPw r4^l< 3 4)-41^ 4K4ii< sMPi<h arftFFTF, wp 
% TFFlftm FRflt I, ^fr %^T TTWR 23-4-97 ^T 

FIRT-pF en I 

[WITT7FT.-4101 1 / 68 / 92 -anf.aiR. (^.^)/4f-I] 

New Delhi, the 23rd April, 1997 

S.O. 1322.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Awards of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Northern Railways, Lucknow and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 23-4-97. 

[No. L-4101 l/68/92-IR(D.U.)/B.L] 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

Before Shri B.K. Srivastava Presiding Officer, Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-Cum-Labour Court, Deoki 
Palace Road, Pandu Nagar, Kanpur. 

Industrial Dispute No. 114 of 1993 
In the matter of Dispute between : 

D.R.M. 

Northern Railway, 

Hazratganj, Lucknow 

AND 

Working President, 

Railvvay Karmchari Union, 

96/196 Roshan Bajaj Lane, 

Gancshganj, Lucknow. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi vide its notification No. 41011/68/92 I.R. (D.U.) dated 
16-12-93 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
to this Tribunal: 

Whether the action of Divisional Railway Manager, 
Northern Railway, Lucknow in not fixing the pay of S/Shri 
Mangroo Lkka, Vijay Tirki, Jurng Bhagar, Bahauran Bhagat 
and Mangre Bhagat at Rs. 1500/- on 16-3-78 as H.S. Fitter 
Grade-1 and also not promoting them as F.l.C. from May, 
1991 is justified? If not, what releif the workmen concerned 
are entitled to? 


2, It is not necessary'to give details of the case as on 
12-3-97 Au. Rep. of the workman made an endorsement a* 
not press the case. Hence the reference is answered against 
the concerned workmen for want of prosecution and proof 
and concerned workmen are not entitled for any relief. 

B.K. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
^ f4<rt4l, 23 3T?lFT, 1997 
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New Delhi, the 23rd April, 1997 

S.O. 1323. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the 
Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Northern Railway, Tundla 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 23-4-97. 

[No. L-4101 l/55/90-IR(D.U.)/B.I.] 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

Before Shri B.K. Srivastava, Presiding Officer, Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-Cum-Labour Court, Deoki 
Palace Road, Pandu Nagar, Kanpur. 

Industrial Dispute No. 150 of 1991 
In the matter of Dispute between : 

Asstt. Engineer, 

Head Quarter, 

Northern Railway, Tundla. 

AND 

President, 

Rashtrya Chturth Shreni, 

Rail Mazdoor Congress, 

Agra. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi vide its notification No. 41011/55/90 I.R. (D.U.) dated 
18-9-91 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
to this Tribunal: 
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Whether the Asstt, Engineer, Northern Railway, Tundla 
is justified in terminating the services of Shri Khubi Ram 
w.e.f. 16.7.78, Shri Pratap Singh w.e.f. 6.5.84 and Shri Dinesh 
w.e.f. 6.5.84 ? If not, what releif the workmen concerned 
are entitled to ? 

2. In this reference there are 3 workmen viz. Khubi 
Ram, Pratap Singh, and Dinesh. The case of Khubi Ram is 
that he worked from 13.3.76 upto 27.7.77 for 294 days. His 
services were brought to an end without payment of 
retrenchment compensation and notice pay. Hence it is bad 
in law. Pratap Singh worked from 29.1.77 upto 6.5.84 where 
as Dinesh had worked from 21.6.78 to 6.5.84. They had 
completed more than 240 days in a year. Yet their services 
were terminated without notice pay and retrenchment 
compensation which is bad in law. 

3. In reply the management has not denied that either 
of the 3 workmen had not completed 240 days in a year. 
Instead their case is that Khubi Ram worked for 323 days 
from 13.3.76 to 15.7.78, where as Pratap Singh worked as 
casual Khalasi in broken period for 1290 days between 
29.1.77 to 5.5.84, Dinesh had worked for 770 days. Further 
all of them had stopped coming office themselves. They were 
not removed from service. 

4. In support of their case Khubi Ram WW-1, Pratap Singh 
WW-2 and Dinesh Singh WW-3 have examined ihcmselveS. There 
is no evidence in rebuttal hence 1 accept and hold that the concerned 
workmen had completed more than 240 days in a year. It is further 
held that they had not abondent the job as the railway has not adduce 
any evidence to prove this fact. 

5. There is no dispute that none of the concerned workmen 
have been paid notice pay and retrenchment compensation. Hence 
their termination is bad being in breach of Section 25F. I D. Act. 

6 . Still my award is that Khubi Ram will not he entitled for 
any relief as his reference is more than 12 years old and there is no 
explanation for in delay in case of Balwant Singh V/s P.O. Labour 
Court Bhtitinda LAB 1. C. 1996 (415) it has been held that no 
relief shall be granted. Hence Khubi Ram will be not entitled for 
any relief. My further award is that concerned workmen Pratap 
Singh and Dinesh will be as casual worker entitled for reinstatement 
with back wages from the date of reference on which they were 
drawing wages for the last time. 

B.K. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 23rd April, 1997 

S.0.1324:—In pursuance of Section 17 ofthe Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Centra! Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of S.D.O. (T), Varanasi and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 23-4-97. 

[No. L-40012/70/9l-IR(D.U )] 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

Before Shri B.K. Srivastava, Presiding Officer, Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal Cum Labour Court, Pandit 
Nagar Kanpur. 

Industrial Dispute No. 188/91 
In the matter of Dispute between : 

Sri Virendra Pratap Singh Yadav 
S/o Sri Achhe Lai Yadav 

C/o SriN.C. Pandey Z-323, G.T.V. Nagar, Kareli, 
Allahabad. 

AND 

S.D.O. (T) 

Bhadohi District Varanasi. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government Ministry of Labour, vide its 
notification No.L-40012/70/91 I.R. D.U. dated 19,11.91 has 
referred the following dispute for adjudication to this 
Tribunal: 

Whether the action of the management of SDO(T) 
Bhadohi District Varanasi in terminating the services of Sri 
Virendra Pratap Yadav S/o Shri Achhe Lai Yadav casual 
labour w.e.f. 16.3.89 is justified 7 If not, what releif he is 
entitled and from what date 7 

2. The concerned workman Virendra Pratap Singh in 
his claim statement has alleged that he was engaged by the 
opposite party on 1.1.84 as casual labour and he worked upto 
26.9.89. Atleast in one year preceding the date of termination 
he had completed 240 days. Hence his retrenchment without 
paying notice pay and retenchment compensation ai, required 
by Sec. 25F of I.D. Act is bad in law. 

3. The opposite party had filed written statement in 
which it is not denied that the concerned workman was 
engaged as daily rated casual labour on 1.11,84, by SDO 
Telephones at Azamgarh. Later on the concerned workman's 
services were required at Bhadohi Varanasi Telecom District 
due increase of work. The concerned workman in terms of 
circular dated 24.2.86 issued by Director General Telecom 
was brought at this place from November 1987 Thus his re¬ 
employment at Bhadohi, Varanasi was a short gap 
arrangement. Lateron his employt-pent was extended from 
month to month upto 25.3.89 when the work at Varanasi 
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Bhadolii came to an end and he was diverted to Azarngarh 
for fuitlier employment. It is also alleged by the management 
that the Telcom Department is not an industry. 

4. In the rejoinder new factual pleas raised in the 
written statement have been denied. 

5. Thus from the pleadings of the parlies it becomes 
clear that atleast from November 1987 the concerned 
workman was employee of the SDO Telecom Bhadolii and 
worked upto 25-3-89, on the basis of extension of service 
from time to time. Thus also it becomes clear that he had 
completed 240 days in a year. Indeed this fact has also been 
proved by the concerned workman. In rebuttal there is 
evidence of J.P. Jaiswal M.W.I Section Supervisor. In his 
evidence he has admitted that from November, 1987 to July 
1988, the concerned workman had completed 278 days and 
from August 88 to March, 89, he had completed for 237 
days. Thus it is established both from the pleadings and 
evidence that the concerned workman had completed for 
more than 240 days before retrenchment. It is also not 
disputed that no notice pay and retrenchment compensation 
was given, liven if the version of the management is correct 
that pressure of work having been reduced the services of 
the concerned workman were not required, still there was 
need for compliance of section 25F of I.D. Act. Hence, 1 
have no hesitation in coming to conclusion that retrenchment 
of the concerned workman is bad. 

6 . Lastly the objection of the management regarding 
Telcom Department being industry may be taken up. It may 
be mentioned that this point was treated as preliminary issue 
and was decided against the management vide finding 
dt. 2-1-96 which shall form part of the award. 

7. Accordingly my award is that termination of the 
concerned workman is bad in law and he is entitled for 
reinstatement with full back wages at the rate at which he 
was drawing wages for the last time. It will be still open to 
the management to retrench the concerned workman if 
actually there is no work but for this they have to comply 
with the provisions of Sec(s) 25F and G of I.D. Act. 

8 . Reference is anwered accordingly. 

B. K. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 

BEFORE SHRI B. K. SRIVASTAVA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 188/91 
In the matter of Dispute: 

BETWEEN 

Shri Virendra Pratap Yadav 
Versus 
S.D.O.(T) 


ORDER 

I In All the abovementioned industrial disputes 
referred to this tribunal under section 10(1) of Industrial 
Disputes Act, the dispute is regarding illegal termination of 
services of the workman. Interalia, in all written statements 
Telecom Department had raised the plea that the telecom 
department does not fall in the definition of Industry. 
Consequently these references are bad in law. Hence a 
preliminary point has been culled out for decision. As it has 
been seen this point is common to all the reference it is being 
disposed of by the instant order which will govern the other 
cases 

2. On behalf of telecom department reliance was placed 
on the case of Achaibar Lai versus Union of India decided by 
Central Administrative Tribunal, Allahabad, on I 1-9-90, in 
which following observations of the case of Sakhte Lai versus 
Union of India O. A. No 675 of 1982, it was held that telecom 
department was not an industry. But no reasons were given 
for arriving at this conclusion. As regards the case of Sakhte 
Lai (Supra) the certified copy of the same is before me. 1 
have gone through this judgment. In this case the dispute 
was regarding the Extra-Departmental Personnel of Post 
Office. It was held that Post Office was not an Industry. 
The point regarding Telecom Department was not even 
remotely considered. On the other hand reference may be 
made to the case of D.N Ranerjee versus P. K. Mukherjee 
AIR 1953 SC 58 In this case the dispute was in respect of 
Municipal Board being an industry or not. While examining 
this preposition, the Hon'ble Supreme Court had given 
example of Telephone Department as well. It was observed 
that in case telephone service was rendered by a private person 
or corporation, there can be no manner of doubt that it would 
be an industry. It was further observed that if it was run by 
public body like Municipal Board etc., even then it would be 
an industry. It is true that question of telephone department 
which is at present known as telecom department was not the 
subject matter of issue. In that case still this observation should 
be taken as obiter dicta of Hon'ble Supreme Court. There 
can not be two opinion that even a obiter of Hon'ble Supreme 
Court is binding on all Courts and Tribunals. Hence 
respectfully following the abovementioned obiter the case of 
Central Administrative Tribunal referred to on behalf of 
Telecom Department should not be followed. I lence the very 
foundation of objection of "Telecom department stands 
demolished. 

3. Even if we independently examine the question of 
industry vis a vis other provisions of Industrial Dispute Act, 
we will reach the same conclusion. Sec 22 of Industrial 
Disputes Act, prohibits an employee of public utility service 
from going on strike without giving notice. Similar duty is 
caste on the employer. Section 2—defines Public Utility 
Service. It includes Telecom Department as well. If it was 
the intention ofthe legislature to exclude Telecom Department 
from the operation of the Industrial Disputes Act, it would 
have not included it in the Public Utility Service. 
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4. In the celeberated case of Banglore Water Supply 
and Sewrage Board versus A Rajjappa 1978(36) FLR 266 
triple test were laid down for examining if any organisation 
was an industry or not. In the above case following tripple 
test was laid down for examining whether or not any 
organisation is an industry, 

(i) Systematic activity; 

(ii) organised by co-operation between employer & 
employee (the direct and substantial element is 
chemirical); and 

(iii) for the production and/or distribution of goods and 
services calculated to satisfy human wants and 
wishes (not spiritual or religious but inclusive of 
material things or services geared to celestial bliss), 
prima facie, there is industry in the enterprise. 

There can be no manner of doubt that Telecom 
Department while extending facility of Telephone is rendering 
services to the public at large and that too for considerations. 
It is a systematic activity. Further there is organised 
cooperation between the management and the employee. 
Obviously this service cannot be carried by the management 
without the active cooperation of employees. Hence, I have 
no manner of doubt that having examined the Telecom 
Department on the anvil of tripple test, it should be held as 
industry. 

Now there is no controversy left that Telecom 
Department is covered by Consumer Protection Act, It in turn 
would go to show that while rendering service Telecom 
Department does not discharge so called sovereign function 
In my opinion, it is an additional ground for holding that 
Telecom Department for extending telephone facility for 
public at large as an industry. 

In the abovementioned case of Banglore Water Supply 
and Sewerage Board versus A Rajjappa (Supra) it was also 
held that if the provisions of Article 309 to 311 of Constitution 
of India, were applicable to any civil servant such servant, 
organisation to which such civil servant belongs, would not 
be included in the definition of industry. Telecom Department 
is a statutory body. Article 309 to 311 of Constitution do not 
apply to its employee. No rules have been brought to my 
notice which may exclude the operation of provisions of 
Industrial Disputes Act, to the servants of Telecom 
Department- Hence on this score the Telecom Department 
cannot be thrown out front the ambit of Industry, I am further 
of the view, that even if there would have been any rules still 
temporary, adhoc or muster roll employee would still be 
governed by the provisions of Industrial Disputes Act, as 
they cannot be classified as Civil Servants. 

It may also be noticed that in the case of B. 
Lalithakumari versus Divisional Engineer (Cables) 
Telephones District Vellayambalam Trivendrum, 1984 (49) 
FLR 57 it has been held that Telephone Department is an 
Industry. It was a specific case of an employee of Telephone 
Department. Objection was raised with regard to that 


Telephone Department not being an Industry. The-same was 
overruled and it was held that Telephone Department is an 
Industry. Thus this ruling further lends support to the 
conclusion that Telecom Department is an Industry and as 
such reference is not vitiate. 

Lastly reference may be made to the case (1991) 15 
Administrative Tribunal Cases 53 I. In this case CAT had held 
that provisions of Chapter V-A of Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947, applies to Post and Telecom Department. Thus by 
implication means that employees of these departments would 
be covered by the provisions of Industrial Disputes Act. 
Unless this department is held to be an industry, how can 
these provisions could be made applicable to the Department 
of Telecom. 

In view of foregoing discussions, objection ofTelecom 
Department is overruled and it is held that Telecom 
Department is an Industry and as such reference is not vitiated 
on this score. 

Dt. 2-1-1996 

B. K. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 23rd April, 1997 

S.0.1325:—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Awards of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of N E Railways, Lucknow and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 23-4-97. 

[No. L-41012/29/91 -IRDU/B I.) 

K. V. B, UNNY, Desk Officer 



[YFI 11—13^ 3(ii)] 


'9TT3 37 TH33 : 17, 1997/^^1113 27, 1919 


2579 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHR1 B. K. SRIVASTAVA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBIJNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, DEOKI PALACE 
ROAD, PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 195/1991 

In the matter of Dispute between 
Senior Divisional Electrical Engineer 
N. E. Railway 
Ashok Marg, Lucknow 

AND 

General Secretary ' 

N. E, Railway Sharmik Sangh 

O , Naveen Market, 

Kaisarbagh, Lucknow. 

AWARD 

1 Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi, vide its notification No. L-410I2/29/9I I, R. (D.U)datcd 
1 9- ] 1-91 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
to this Tribunal : 

Whether the Senior Divisional Electrical Engineer, N. 
L. Rly., Lucknow is justified in terminating the 
services of Sliri Maharaj Dutt Yadav s/o Sh. 
Salikram, as casual Labour w.e.f. 1-1-86 ? If not 
what relief he is entitled to ? 

2 The case of the concerned workman Maharaj Dutt 
Yadav is that he was engaged from 25-9-83 by Senior 
Divisional Electrical Engineer and worked there as a casual 
Labour. From 18-4-85 upto 31-12-85 he has completed more 
than 240 days by working continuously. Yet he has been 
removed from service without payment of notice pay and 
retrenchment compensation. In this way his retrenchment is 
bad being in breach of Section 25F I. D. Act. 

3. The opposite party has Hied reply in which it has 
been alleged that from 18-4-85 to 31-12-85 he has worked 
for 258 days. He was removed from service as he was taken 
in service without approval of General Manager and proper 
screening. 

4. In the rejoinder nothing new has been said. 

5 From the pleading of the parties it become clear that 
the concerned workman had worked for more than 240 days 
in a year between 18-4-85 to 3 1-12-85. Hence before 
retrenchment he was entitled for benefit of Section 25F I D, 
Act. Admittedly no retrenchment compensation and notice 
pay has been given to the concerned workman. Hence his 
retrenchment is bad in law. 

6 . Simply the fact that the concerned workman was not 
appointed with approval of General Manager or Srecmng 
could not be any ground for removal from service outrightly. 
Even in such a case compliance of provision of Section 25F 
I.D. Act was necessary. 


7. In view of above discussion my award is that 
termination of concerned workman is bad in law and he is 
entitled for reinstatement as casual labour frotn the date of 
reference (Si at which he was drawing wages for the last time. 

B. K. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer. 
31? fqwil, 23 RiSR, 1997 
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New Delhi, the 23rd April, 1997 

S.0.1326.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the Annexurc, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Bhartiya State Bank Kanpur and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 23-4-97. 

[No L-12012/1 86/93-IRB. 2] 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SI1RI B. K. SRIVASTAVA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-I.ABOUR COURT, 

PANDU NAGAR, DEOKI PALACE ROAD, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 1^2 of 1993 
In the matter of Dispute: 

BETWEEN 

President 

State Bank of India Karamchari Sangh 
K-40 Devendrapuri Kidwai Nagar 
Kanpur. 

AND 

Regional Manager 
Bhartiya Stale Bank 
Region III The Mall 
Kanpur. 

AWARD 

I. Central Government Ministry of l abour. New Delhi, 
vide its notification no. L-120 12 ' I 86/93 —I R. B-2 
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dated 15-12-1993, has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal. 

Whether the action of the management of State Bank 
of India, Kanpur, in refusing full wages to Sri 
Vijay Kumar, Sweeper-cum-Farash, is just and 
legal ? If not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled to ? 

2. The case of the concerned workman Vijay Kumar is 
that he was appointed as permanent part time sweeper on 
26-12-77 b v the opposite party State Bank of India atNavin 
Market Branch, Kanpur. Earlier he was getting I/3rd salary. 
It was raised to 1/2 w.e.f. 16-10-81. It was further enhanced 
to 3/4th w.e.f. 1-1-1985. Subsequently the branch manager 
of the bank wrote to the Regional Manager to give him full 
lime wages as the work load had increased. But the same was 
refused. As the concerned workman is doing work for whole 
time every day, he is entitled for full wages. 

3. The opposite party has tiled reply in which raising 
wages upto half of the salary is not disputed. It is also admitted 
that the branch manager has raised salary of the concerned 
workman to 3/4th but the same was not approved by the 
Regional Manager as the number of working hours has not 
increased and further the area for which he was engaged for 
sweeper had also not increased. Hence, he is not entitled for 
whole time wages. It is also alleged that the claim is barred 
by principles of Resjudicata. 

4. In the rejoinder it has been denied that work load has 
not been increased. 

5. There is para 4.5 of First Bipartite Settlement which 
regulated the increase of wages of a part time workman. 
According to this para if a workman works for more than 29 
hours in a week he becomes entitle for full scale wages. Thus 
in the instant case it is to be seen if the concerned workman 
had worked for more than 29 hours a week. 

6 . Vijay Kumar W.W. 1 has stated that he used to work 
more than 29 hours per week, some times work of peon was 
also being taken front him. In his cross examination he had 
admitted that he was engaged for sweeping only and the area 
of the bank for which he was engaged for sweeping has not 
increased. 

7. Branch Manager Santosh Tiwari M.W. 1 has stated 
that the concerned workman was engaged to sweep 1780 Sq. 
Fit of space. That area has not increased. The concerned 
workman works only for 18-19 hours in a week. 

8 . In this case there are papers which clinch the issue in 
favour of the workman. There is a letter dated 17-10-88 issued 
by the branch manager to the concerned workman by which 
an explanation has been sought from the concerned workman 
as to why he did not report on duty from 12.00 noon to 17 
p.m. Apart from this there is letter dated 30-6-85, written by 
branch manager to Regional Manager informing that the 
volume of work of the concerned workman had increased in 
many fold and his claim for whole time claim is justified. 
The Regional Manager had refused to grant this request. Be 


that as it may from these two papers it becomes clear that 
concerned workman had been atleast working for 7 hours a 
day and if we calculate for the number of hours even for five 
days it will be 35 hours in a week. Hence, I accept the 
contention of the concerned workman and hold that he had 
been working for more than 29 hours a week. Therefore, in 
terms of para 4.5 of bipartite settlement, the concerned 
workman will be entitled for full time wages. 

9. It is the objection of the management that the area of 
rented building in which the bank is housed has not increased. 
It is immaterial. The question of whole time wages is to be 
decided on the basis of number of working hours of a 
workman in a week. 

10 . In the end my award is that the concerned workman 
had been doing work for more than 29 hours in a week as 
such he is entitled for full wages from the date of reference. 

B. K. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 24th April, 1997 

S.O. 1327.—In pursuance or Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov¬ 
ernment hereby publishes the Award of the Industrial 
Tribunal 1, Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in the in¬ 
dustrial dispute between the employers in relation to the man¬ 
agement of South Central Railway , Secunderabad and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 24-4-97. 

[No. L-41012/107/94-1R (B I.)] 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRlBl.JNAL-1 AT 
HYDERABAD 

Present: Sri V.V. Raghavan, B.A.. L.L B., Industrial 
Tribunal-1. 

Dated : 6th day of March. 1997. 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 83 OF 1995 

Between 

Shri Mehtab Patel S/o Shri Masthan Patel, Ex. Rly. Harnal, 
Tandoor, Old Tandur (R.R.Disl.) P.l.N 501 141 (A.P.) 

..Petitioner 
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AND 

The Sr. Divl. Commercial Superintendent, 

Secunderahad (B.G.) South Central Rly.,. 

2nd Floor, Sanchar Bhawan, Secunderabad 

..Respondent 

Appearances: S/Sri B. Narasimha Sharma and M.C. 
Jacob, Advocates for the Petitioner 

Shri A.K. Jayaprakash Rao, Advocate for 
the Respondent. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi made a reference to this Tribunal by its Order No. L- 
41012/107/94-IR (B.I.)Dt. 7-8-1995 under Section 10 (1 )(d) 
& 2A of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for adjudication of 
Industrial Dispute mentioned in its Schedule which reads as 
follows : 

“Whether the Railway Administration is justified in 
terminating the services of Shri Mchtab Patel without 
assigning any reasons? If not, to what relief the work¬ 
man in dispute is entitled for?” 

2. The workmen filed a Claims Statement contending as 
follows: 

The petitioner-workman was a hamali working at 
Tandur Railway Station in Secunderabad (BG) Division of 
south Central Railway. He was engaged in loading and un¬ 
loading of parcels and other materials in and from the trains. 
He should be available on the platform when loading and 
unloading work has to be done. He has to unload the parcels 
from the train and carry them to parcel office. He is paid as 
per the weight. The Station Superintendent of Tandur Rail¬ 
way Station will prepare a monthly statement as perthe weight 
loaded and unloaded by the petitioner and other hamalies and 
submit the same to the Sr. Divl. Commercial Superintendent, 
Secundrabad, who in turn will send a Pay Order to the Station 
Superintendent to pay the amount to the petitioner and other 
hamalies.The Labour Enforcement Officer visited Tandur 
Railway Station on 14-11-1991 and found the petitioner and 
other hamalies arc not paid minimum wages and sent a letter 
to the Station Superintendent, Tandur Rly. Station and Sr, 
Divl. Commercial Superintendent, Secunderabad to pay the 
minimum wages to the petitioner and other hamalies.The Sr. 
Divl. Commercial Superintendent (Respondent herein) in¬ 
structed the Station Superintendent of Tandur Railway Sta¬ 
tion to give a Complaint to the Government Railway Police 
and also the Railway Protection Force to the effect that 
unauthorised persons are handling parcels/luggage booked 
at the station and they should be prevented from doing so, 
Accordingly the Station Superintendent lodged a complaint 
on 24-4-1992 and since then the petitioner and other hamalies 
were not permitted to enter into the Railway Station to per¬ 
form their duties which is illegal and violative of provisions 
of I.D. Act. The petitioner-workman was working as a Hamali 


for the last 20 years. No reason is given for terminating his 
services. The respondent refused to reinstate the petitioner 
before the Conciliation Officer. So this reference is made. 
On a complaint given by the Labour Enforcement Officer to 
the Regional Labour Commissioner, Central, the authority un¬ 
derlie Minimum Wages Act, passed an Award, dt. 14-8-1993 
in Application No. 18/93 and directed the respondent to pay 
minimum wages to the petitioner and other Hamalies. Then 
the respondent moved the matter before the Hon'ble High 
Court which is pending. The respondent may be directed to 
reinstate the petitioner with full back wages and other conse¬ 
quential benefits. 

The respondent feild a counter contending as follows : 

The Petitioner was not appointed by the Respondent. 
The Petitioner's name does not find a place in the Attendance 
Register or any other registers of the respondent. So he is not 
the employee of the Respondent. Under the provisions of2302 
of IRCM Volume-11 the Station Master is entitled to engage 
Hamalies. Accordingly, the Station Master at Tandur engaged 
the petitioner and other Hamalies as Sowcari Hamalies for 
loading and unloading for early clearance of the parcels when 
there is heavy work. The Bill is to be submitted by the 
Hamalies, When Station Master submits the Bill, the respon¬ 
dent issues pay Orders. The Hamalies are paid at the rate of 
Rs. 18/- for 100 quintals towards hamal charges for handling 
the packages. The petitioner approached the Regional Labour 
Commissioner claiming minimum wages and also for the 
designation. There is no evidence that the petitioner is work¬ 
ing since 20 years. He is not entitled for minimum wages as 
the Tandur Railway Station is not notified as Scheduled Em¬ 
ployment. Hence the petitioner is not entitled to any relief. 

4. The workman examined himself as M.W, I and filed 
Exs. W1 to W13. The Traffic Inspector of Tandur Railway 
Station is examined as M.W. I and he filed Exs. Ml to M6. 

5. The points for consideration are : 

(1) Whether the petitioner is a workman within the 
meaning of l.D. Act. 

(2) To what relief ? 

6 . POINT No. I : —The admitted or proved facts are as 
follows :—There are 3 Parcel Porters appointed on regular 
basis on monthly wages in Tandur Railway Station. They 
work in shifts. Their duty is to carry the parcels from the 
Parcel Office of the Railway Station and load them into Com¬ 
partment of passenger train called S.L.R. for transport, They 
are also to unload the parcels from the S.L.R. and carry them 
to the Parcel Office for delivery to the consignees. All these 
parcels are carried in a Passenger Train. The loading and 
unloading of the parcels etc,, into Goods Train at Tandur 
Railway Station was stopped about 7 years back. The Pas¬ 
senger Trains stop for two minutes only at Tandur. In this 
two Minutes, a single regular parcel porter is unable to load 
the parcels for being carried to other places and unload the 
parcels that are to be delivered to the consignees at Tandur 
Rly. Station. The Railway Administration by Rule 2302 IRCM 


l(l%Cil/07—10 
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Vol. II permitted the Station Masters to engage Hamalies to 
assist the regular Parcel Porters for this purpose. These 
Hamalies engaged by the Station Master locally are called as 
“Sowcari Hamalies”. These Hamalies are paid at a fixed rate 
on the quantity of parcels carried by them. They were paid at 
the rate of Rs. 18 per 100 quintal from October 1986 and Rs, 
22 per 100 quintal from 1-5-1993 as can be seen from Ex. 
W1 Proceedings dt. 28-4-93 of the Divl. Railway Manager 
(Commercial). 

7. The petitioner (Mehtab Patel), Vazeer Patel and 
Yellappa have been acting as Sowkar Hamalies since more 
than 20 years. M.W. 1 the Traffic Inspector who has been 
working at Tandur Rly. Station since about 20 years in dif¬ 
ferent capacities, admitted that these three persons have been 
working as Sowkar Hamalies. Sowkar Hamalies have to sub¬ 
mit the bill to the Traffic Inspector who in his turn checks the 
bill with reference to the Parcels carried and forward the 
same to the Divl. Commercial Supdt., Secunderabad. The Sr. 
Divl. Commercial Superintendent passes the Bill and sends a 
Pay Order and then the amount is paid to all these three per¬ 
sons by taking their acknowledgements. Exs. Wl, Ml and 
M2 are the returns of goods handled by the Sowkar Hamalies 
in which the quantity of parcels carried by these people in a 
particular month are shown. Ex.W2 is a covering letter sent 
to the Station Superintendent by the Divl. Railway Manager. 
The amount is paid to the Sowkar Hamalies by taking their 
acquittance, Ex. W3 is such a document. The amount is paid 
to the petitioner, and other two Hamalies as per Ex. W4. 

8. While so the Labour Enforcement Officer visited 
on 14-11-91 the Tandur Railway Station and found that the 
petitioner and another Sowkar Hamalies are not paid mini¬ 
mum wages. He sent a report to the Station Superintendent 
and Sr. Divi. Commercial Superintendent, Secunderabad in¬ 
structing them to pay the minimum wages. They have not 
paid the minimum wages to the Hemalies. The Labour En¬ 
forcement Officer filed a case before the Regional Labour 
Commissioner (Central) for a direction for payment of mini¬ 
mum wages to the petitioner and other Sowkar Hamalies. 
The petitioner avers and deposes that to avoid payment of 
minimum wages to the petitioner and other Sowkar Hamalies, 
the Station Superintendent sent the original Ex. W5 letter dt. 
24-4-92 (Ex. M6 is the copy) to the Acting C.S.R./Tandur 
complaining that the anauthorised persons are attending the 
SLR Compartment for handling the parcels/luggage and that 
these persons are demanding more money from the public 
who have come to the Statiom for booking parcels or lug¬ 
gage for loading and also from the public taking away the 
packages from the station after taking delivery from booking 
office, Thereby the Railway Protection Force and Govt. Rail¬ 
way Police prevented the petitioner and other Sowkar 
Hamalies from entering into the Station. The petitioner pleads 
that to avoid the payment of wages, they are prevented from 
entering into station and it amounts to termination of service. 

9. M.W. 1 deposed that all these Sowkar Hamalies are 
demanding heavy amounts from the custumers or consign¬ 
ees. The public have complained the same by a letter to the 
acting Commercial Supervisor and so the petitioner and other 


Sowkar Hamalies are prevented from discharging the duties 
and receiving the hamali charges which they have been do¬ 
ing since more than 30 years at the Tandur Railway Station. 

10 . The main point in this dispute is whether these 
Sowkar Hemalies are the workman within the meaning of 

I. D. Act. These Sowkar Hamalies are not given any appoint¬ 
ment order. They are not given Seales of pay and their atten¬ 
dance is not marked. There are no fixed hours of work. They 
are paid for the total weight of the parcels earned by them in 
a particular month fixed from time to lime by the Railway 
Administration. They have to be present as and when a pas¬ 
senger train reaches the Railway Station. Toe', have to load 
the parcels iwnAed in Tandur Railway Station and unload the 
parcels from the ’1 rain for being delivered to the customers at 
Tandur Railway Station The petitioner pleads that he is the 
workman ol the railway whereas the respondent pleads that 
the petitioner is not the worko., 

II. The learned counsel for the jvit> >ner sited number 
of decisions in support of his contention. In 
DHARANGADHRA CHEMICAL WORKS l TD., APPEL¬ 
LATE v. STATE OF SAURASHTRA AND OTHERS RE¬ 
SPONDENTS (AIR 1957 S.C. 264). In this case the Agarics 
working in the Salt Works are professional Labourers and 
they themselves personally work alongwith the members of 
their families in the production of salt in the land of the com¬ 
pany. They are held to be the workman under the l.D. Act, by 
the Supreme Court. In M/s. RADHAKR1SHNA UMBRELLA 
FACTORY ALLEPPEY AND OTHERS, PETITIONERS v. 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL ALLEPPEY AND OTHERS 
(1971 TAB. I.C. 811) the Kerala High Court held that the 
Hamalies who unload the goods from the lorries and store 
them in the godown of the dealers are held to be workman 
though there are no working hours for them and though they 
are paid for the load handled by them. The Kerala High Court 
held the some view in CALICUT NORDUM SPG AND 
MVG. MILLS LTD. CHELAMBRA. APPELLANT v. IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, CALICUT AND ANOTHER RE¬ 
SPONDENT (1977 LAB. I.C. 1673) The Supreme Court held 
that the contract workers arc also workmen in 
HUSSA1NBHA1 PETITIONER v. THE ALATHFACTORY 
TEZH1LALI UNION AND OTHERS (AIR 1978 SC 1410). 
The learned Judge Hon'ble Sri Justice V. R. Krishna Iyer held 
as follows in para 5 of the Judgment. 

"The true test may, with brevity, be indicated once 
again. Where a worker or group of workers labours 
to produce goods or services and these goods or 
services are for the business of another, that other 
is, in fact, the employer. He has economic control 
over the workers subsistence, skill, and continued 
employment. If lie, for any reason, chokes off, the 
worker is, virtually, laid off. The presence of inter¬ 
mediate contractors with whom alone the workers 
have immediate or direct relationship ex contractor 
is of no consequence when, on lifting the veil or 
looking at the conspectus of factors governing cm- 
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ployment, we discern the naked truth, though draped 
indifferent perfect paper arrangement, that the real 
employer is the Management, not the immediate con¬ 
tractor. Myriad devices, half-hidden in fold after fold 
of legal form depending on the degree of conceal¬ 
ment needed, the type of industry, the local condi¬ 
tions and the like, may be resorted to when labour 
legislation costs welfare obligations on the real em¬ 
ployer, based on Arts. 38, 39, 42, 43 and 43-A of 
the Constitution. The court must be astute to void 
the mischief and achieve the purpose of the law and 
not be misled by the maya of legal appearances. 

The Madras High Court held in THE MANAGE¬ 
MENT OF TRACTORS AND FARM EQUIPMENT LTD, 
PETITIONER v. THE PRESIDING OFFICER, 1 ST ADDL. 
LABOUR COURT AND T.A. DOSS, RESPONDENTS 
(1983 LAB I.C. 460) that the workers engaged regularly for 
loading the tractors in the Railway Wagons are the work¬ 
men. The Supreme Court held in M/S. SHINING TAILORS, 
APPELLANT v. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL II, U.P. 
LUCKNOW AND OTHERS RESPONDENTS (1983 LAB. 
I.C. 1509) that Tailors working in piece rate basis in a big 
tailoring establishment are workmen. 

12. The respondent did not cite any decision to prove 
that the petitioner is not the workman. 

13. In view of the fact that the petitioner and two other 
workers have been continuously working in the Rtv way Sta¬ 
tion since 30 years and they are being paid a particular rate 
as Wage it has to be held that the petitioner is a workman 
within the meaning of I.D. Act. 

14. Point No. 2 : In view of my finding on Point No 1, 
the petitioner is entitled to be reinstated as Sowkar Hamali, 
with the same service conditions as are obtaining on 
24-4-1992. He is entitled to wages at the rate fixed by the 
Railway Administration for the Sowkar Hamalies from time 
to time. The above direction with regard to the payment of 
wages is subject to the final decision of the Hon'ble High 
Court in the case under the Payment of Wages Act initiated 
by the Labour Enforcement Officer. 

An award is passed accordingly. 

Dictated to the Steno-typist, transcribed by him, cor¬ 
rected by me and given under my hand and the seal of this 
Tribunal, this the 6th day of March, 1997. 

V. V. RAGHAVAN, Industrial Tribunal 

Appendix of evidence 

Witness examined for 
Petitioner-Workman. 

W.W. 1 : Mehtab Patel 

Witness examined for the 
Respondent-Management. 

M,W. 1 : D. Anand Rao 


Document marked for the Petitioner-workmen 

Ex. W 1 : Xerox copy of return of goods handled by Sowkar 
Hamalies in Jan. 1991. 

Ex. W 2 : Pay Order dt. 9-1-92 for Rs. 358 65 to the Station 
Master for paying the same to Hamalies. 

Ex. W3 . Pay Order dt. 9-1-92 (Xerox copy). 

Ex. W4 : Xerox copy of the amounts distributed to the 
Hamalies payable under Ex W2 and W3. 

Ex. W5 : Letter dt. 24-4-92 addressed to the acting GSR and 
Railway Protection Force by the Station Master 
asking them not to allow the public for entering the 
Station and to handle parcel and luggage. 

Ex. W6 : Summon sent by the RLC to WW1 and others 
Hamalies. 

Ex. W7 : Order dt. 14-3-93 passed by the RLC in Applica¬ 
tion No. 18/93. 

Ex. W'8 : Copy of the order dt. 29-1 1-95 ofthe Hon'ble High 
Court in WPMP No. 33077/95 in WP 26835. 

Ex. W9 : Affidavit filed by the Respondent in WP No. 26835/ 
95. 

Ex. W10 : Application dt. 14-7-92 submitted to RLC com¬ 
plaining about the termination of services of WWI. 

Ex. W11 : Minutes of discussions held on 28-10-93 before 
RLC. 

Ex. W12 : Conciliation Failure Report dt. 6-6-94 submitted 
to the Govt, of India New Delhi by ALC (Central) 
Hvd 

Ex. WI3 ; Proceedings dt. 30-6-92 regarding the authorisation 
of casual labour. 

Documents marked for the Respondent-Management 

Ex. Ml : Xerox copy ofthe Proceedings dt. 28-4-93 enhanc¬ 
ing the loading/unloading charges front Rs. 18/- to 
Rs. 22/- per 100 quintal. 

Ex. M2 : Sample Bill submitted by Vazcer Patel the leader of 
Hamalies for the month of Jan. 1990 submitted to 
MW1 for forwarding to Head Office for perusing 
the same. 

Ex. M3 : -do- 

Ex. M4 : Copy of the Pay order authorising the Stn Supdt. to 
pay the amounts mentioned therein to Sowkar 
Hamalies. 

Ex. M5 : Notification dt. 7-12-89 issued by the Govt of 
India notifying certain Rly. Stns. for application of 
Minimum Wages Act to pay minimum wages to 
Hamalies. 

Ex. M6 : Xerox copy of the Memo sent by MWI to Chief 
Comml- Supdt. not to allow outsiders the parcels 
and luggages. 
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[Tfum 9)51-41011/72/97-31^.3TTT.(^t. )/ut.-l] 

T—l), all 3lPj'M<l 

New Delhi, the 24th April, 1997 

S.O. 1328:—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby publishes the Award of the Industrial Tribu¬ 
nal,-!, Rajkot as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of Western Railway Rajkot and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 24-4-97. 

[No. L-4101 l/72/97-IR(D)/B.-I.)] 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 
Before Shri H. S. Mehta 
Industrial Tribunal (I), Rajkot 
Ref. (ITC)No. 53/95 
Adjudiction Between 

Divisional Railway Manager, 

Western Railway, Kothi compound 
Rajkot 

And 

Zonal Secretary 

Paschim Railway Karamchari Parishad 
209-E, Sarvottam Nagar 
Sabarmati 
Ahmedabad. 

AWARD 

The industrial dispute between the aforesaid parties has 
been referred to this tribunal u/s 10(1) (d) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 by the Central Government, vide Minis¬ 
try of Labour, New Delhi, order No. L.41011/72/97-1R (D) 
dt. 28-8-95. The dispute relates to the demand which reads 
as under. 

'‘Whether the claim of P.R.K.P. for seniority to Shri 
Mohanlal and 8 other workmen in the diesel-shed, 
Abu Road from 1978 as initiated in the demand 
notice at annex. A is legal and justified ? If so, to what 
relief the workmen are entitled". 


2. In this case, notice to file the statement of claim is served 
to the union, however, the union has not filed any statement of 
claim so far. It seems from the record that the matter has been 
adjourned from time to time but the union has not filed any state¬ 
ment of claim so far. It seems that the union has no interest to 
proceed with this matter. In my opinion, this reference should be 
dismissed for default. I therefore pass order below : 

ORDER 

Reference is dismissed for want of prosecution. 

No order as to cost. 

Rajkot, dt. 21-3-97 II. 8. MEHTA, Industrial Tribunal 

9$ 24 srflTT, 1997 

^rr.3U. 1329: —sfrulpl*' 3#lfUUU, 1947 (1947 

9iT 14) 9Tf URT 17 % 3T3UU4 ^i, UUFR 

tl'Jl'tije % 9U-UU9 % UU2I fi'/l-h'-t/l aflT d-t^i 

afiefrffw 3rfu9OT,-i, TRufe 
uuuz 9^ U 9 )iftfRl tHtfl ait %r^lu truth 9 ?i 24-4-97 9 >t 
unupu Ur 1 

[itlSIT UUI-41011/8/93-3Tlf.31R.(^t. )/Ut.-l ] 

-tun UpEFrft 

New Delhi, the 24th April, 1997 

S.O. 1329:—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby publishes the Award of the Industrial Tribu¬ 
nal,-I Rajkot as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dis¬ 
pute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Western Railway Rajkot and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 24-4-97. 

[No. L-4101 l/8/93-IR(D)/B.-l.)] 
K.V.B. UNNY. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 
Before Shri II. S. Mehta 
Industrial Tribunal (I), Rajkot 
Ref (I'l’C) No. 54/95 
Adjudiction Between 
Divisional Railway Manager, 

Western Railway, Kothi compound 
Rajkot 

And 

Zonal Secretary 

Paschim Railway Karamchari Parishad 
18, Saraswati Nagar, Juna Achid, 

Sabarmati 

Ahmedabad. 
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AWARD 

The industrial dispute between the aforesaid parties has 
been referred to this tribunal u/s 10(1) (d) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 by the Central Government, vide Minis¬ 
try of Labour, New Delhi, order No. L.- 41011/8/93-IR (D) 
dt. 28-8-95. The dispute relates to the demand which reads 
as under. 

“Whether the claim of P.R.K.P. for seniority to Shri 
Balukbhai J, and 12 other workmen in the diesel- 
shed, NPON (wagon) Shop as initiated in the de¬ 
mand notes at annex. A is legal and justified ? If so, 
whai relief the workmen entitled 7". 

2. In this ease, notice to file the statement of claim is served 
to the union, however, the union has not filed any statement of 
claim so tar. It seems from the record that the matter has been 
adjourned from time to time but the union has not filed any state¬ 
ment of claim so far. The union docs not seem to have any interest 
to proceed with this matter. In my opinion,.this reference should 
he therefore dismissed for default, lienee, 1 pass the order 
below i 

ORDER 

Reference is dismissed for want of prosecution. 

No order as to cost. 

Rajkot, dt. 29-1-97 H. S MEHTA. Industrial Tribunal 


'ferft, 24 TtfUri, 1997 

^35T,37T, 1330:—dflwlPl'h f°tq(< srfitPl'tH, 1947 (1947 
37T 14 ) tlRT 17 % 3TJWT TR31TT RlbMfll, 33R. TpR, 
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% #3, stjstn Ti ftffre afrsjtPro fw? ^ afafiFra? stftretrT 

o»?r y+iRddt, *fi ^-id A i 24-4-97 

W7T ^3TT tR I 

[Tfem TJTT-40012/113/92-3TI^.3TR.() ] 
a ml, 0 3TffrtETTt 

New Delhi, the 24th April] 1997 
S.O. 1330:—In pursuance of Section II of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby publishes the Award of the Industrial Tribunal, 
Madras as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Tirupathi, R.M.S. Division, Madras and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 
24-4-97. 

[No. L-40012/113/92-IR(DU)] 
K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer 


ANN EXLIRE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
TAMILNADU MADRAS. 

Monday, the 30th day of December, 1996 
Present: 

Thiru S. Thangaraj, B.Sc., L.L.B., 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 104 of 1993 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
section 10(l)(d)ofthe Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 between 
the Workman and the Management of RMS Division, 
Tirupathi, Madras). 

Between 

Shri G. B. Singh, 

Veena Nursing Home, Madamanur Colony, 

Monobolu (S.O.), Gudur R.M.S. 

And 

The Superintendent, 

Tirupathi R.M.S. Division, 

Kilpauk, Madras-600010. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/113/92-IR(DU), Min¬ 
istry of Labour, dated 12-11-93, Govt, oflndia, New Delhi. 

This dispute coming on for final hearing on Tuesday, 
the 26th day of November, 1996, upon persuing the claim 
and counter statement and all other material papers on record, 
and upon hearing the arguments of Thiru G. Justin, Advo¬ 
cate appearing for the workman and of Thiru R. 
Karunnakaran, Addl. Standing Govt. Council, appearing for 
the management, and this dispute having stood over till this 
day for consideration, this Tribunal made the following. 

AWARD 

Government of India, vide their Order No. L-40012/ 
113/92-lR(DU), Ministry of Labour, dated 12-11-93, referred 
to this Tribunal the following dispute for adjudication. 

“Whether the action of the superintendent, R.M.S. 
Tirupathi Division, Tirupathi in ordering Shri G.B. 
Singh, Mail Guard to voluntarily retire w.e.f. 1-6-1987 
is justified If not, to what relief the workman entitled”. 

After services of notices, both the petitioner and the 
respondent appeared before this Tribunal and filed their claim 
and counter statement respectively. 

3. The main averments found in the claim statement 
are as follows : 

The petitioner Shri G.B. Singh was working as Mail 
Guard under the respondent and he submitted a letter dated 
3-3-87 seeking permission to voluntary retirement. By 
another letter dated 7-3-87 he addressed to the Superinten- 
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dent, R.M.S. Tirupathi Division, he withdraw the letter seek¬ 
ing permission for voluntary retirement. However, the re¬ 
spondent by an order dated 23-3-87 voluntary retired him 
from service w.e.f. 3-3-87. Since he had withdraw the let¬ 
ter dated 3-3-87 the order passed by the respondent volun¬ 
tarily retiring him from service w.e.f. 3-3-87 on the basis of 
the said letter is illigal, and against the principles of natural 
justice. Hence the petitioner may be reinstated with 
continutiy of service and other attendant benefits. 

4. The main averments found in the counter filed by 
the respondent arc as follow : 

By his letter dated 3-3-87 the petitioner sought permis¬ 
sion for voluntary retirement. The question has been con¬ 
sidered carefully and he was permitted to retire voluntarily 
with effect from 3-3-87. After applying for voluntary re- 
lirement from service, the Government servant has no right 
to withdraw the letter with a view to continue in his 
service. The petitioner has received his retirement 
benefits. The appointing Authority never compelled the 
petitioner to receive such amounts. If the petitioner was 
really interested to have reinstatement, he should not have 
received the payment which he was entitled to receive on 
the eve of his retirement. The petitioner lias approached 
the Industrial Tribunal after receiving all the benefits of 
voluntary retirement that too after lapse of seven years. The 
petitioner is trying to derive some monetary benefit without 
physically rendering any service by taking shelter under the 
canons of law. The prayer of the petitioner is unjustified 
and award may be passed confirming the voluntary retire¬ 
ment. 

5 The petitioner was examined as a witness on his 
side. Exs. W-l to W-6 have been filed on his side. No 
witness was examined on the side of the respondent. Exs. 
M. 1 to M.3 have been marked on the side of the respondent. 

6. The only point for our consideration is : Whether 
the action of the Superintendent of R M.S. Tirupathi Divi¬ 
sion, Tirupathi, m ordering Shri G.B. Singh, Mail Guard to 
voluntarily retire w.e.f. 1-6-87 is justified 7 If not to what 
relief the workman entitled. 

7. The petitioner Shri G.B. Singh was a Mail Guard 
in tile RMS Tirupathi Division, Tirupathi. On 3-3-87, he 
has sent Ex. W-l letter for voluntary retirement from 
service. It seems from the said letter that he was appointed 
in the respondent division on 14-12-65. It is only after 22 
years of service, he had sent Ex. W-l letter for voluntary 
retirement. The petitioner did not say that without know¬ 
ing the consequences he had sent Ex. W-l letter. It was 
not the ease of the petitioner that under some compulsion or 
misrepresentation he had to send such letter. Even from 
Ins statement it is clear that Ex. W-l letter was a voluntary 
one. I lowever, on 7-3-87 he thought fit not to go on vol¬ 
untary retirement and thereafter sent Ex. W-2 letter to per¬ 
mit him to continue in service. Respondent passed Ex. W-3 
orders for voluntary retirement as per his letter Ex. W-1. The 
petitioner has reviewed his own decision of retiring from 


service and his request to continue in service was not con¬ 
sidered as the respondent management has acted on the let¬ 
ter Ex.W-l voluntarily written by the petitioner. All the 
benefits have been received by the petitioner in consequent 
to his voluntary retirement order. Ex. M l to M.3 clearly 
show that the petitioner has received all the pensionary ben¬ 
efits on account his voluntary retirement from serviee. If 
the petitioner was really interested in continuing the service 
he ought not to have received such benefits. The reasons 
adduced on the side of the respondent that the petitioner hav¬ 
ing received pensinery benefits on accont of his voluntary 
retirement had come foreward to derive more benefits under 
the cannons of law cannot be brushed aside easily. When 
once the petitioner has accepted the voluntary retirement. If 
he had changed the earlier option for voluntary retirement 
and continue to be in service he would not have received the 
retirement benefits. On the contrary after receiving the 
voluntary retirement and thereafter making a claim under 
the canons of law is nothing but a calculative attempt on the 
part of the petitioner to gain double benefits. 

8. The petitioner has not raised an industrial dispute 
immediately after the acceptance of his request for volun¬ 
tary retirement. It is only after the receipt of his voluntary 
retirement benefits he had gone before the Administrative 
Tribunal and had voluntarily not pressed the petition filed 
by him and thereafter he had raised this Industrial disputes. 
So. there is nearly 7 years delay in raising the Industrial 
dispute. It was argued on the side of the respondent that 
with a view to claim more benefits the petitioner has adopted 
these methods for receiving salary without doing any 
work This argument of the respondent cannot be brushed 
aside easily. Therefore, there is no valid reason to accccpt 
the claim of the petitioner. On contrary if such claims are 
accepted it will totally prejudice the respondent. 

9, Further in Sub Divisional Inspector of Posts, 
Vaikkam & Ors. Vs. Theyyam Joseph (1996 11 LLJ P. 230) 
Apex Court held that, ‘one of the duties of the Stale is to 
provide telecommunication services to the general public and 
an amenity and so is one of essential part of the sovereign 
functions of the State as a Sovcitig* itate and therefore 
Post Office is not an industry". The R.M S is one of the 
units of the Indian Posts and Telegraph Service. It was ar¬ 
gued on the side of the petitioner in Bangalore Water Sup¬ 
ply and Sewerage Board Vs. A. Rajappa (1978 I EI.J P. 349) 
the Supreme Court held that Post and Telegraph service is 
an industry. However, in the recent judgement stated supra 
our Supreme Court had gone into the question and has de¬ 
cided that the Post Office is not an industry. Article 141 of 
the Constitution of India says : 

“The Law declared by the Supreme Court shall be bind¬ 
ing on all Courts within the territory of India.” 

Therefore, the recent decision of our Supreme Court 
reported in 1996 II LEJ P 230 is binding on this Tribunal 
On the basis of the said decision il has to be held that since 
Post and Telegraph Department is not an industry, the in- 
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dusirial dispute is not maintainable. 

From the foregoing discussion, it is dear that the peti¬ 
tioner is not entitled for any of the claims as prayed for. 

10. In the result, award is passed dismissing the claim 
of the petitioner. No costs. 

Dated, this the 30th day of December, 1996. 

S. THANGARAJ, Industrial Tribunal. 

WITNESSES EXAMINED 

For Petitioner: 

W. W. 1 : Thiru G. Balaram Singh. 

For Management: None. 

DOCUMENTS MARKED 

For Petitioner: 

Ex. W-l/3-3-1987 : Letter given by petitioner for voluntary 
retirement (xerox copy). 

W-2/7-3-87 : letter given by petitioner withdrawing Ex. W-l 
(xerox copy). 

W-3/23-3-87 : Retirement order issued by respondent (xerox 
copy). 

W-4/27-5-87 : Representation given by petitioner to the re¬ 
spondent (xerox copy). 

W-5/20-8-90 : Original Application No. 375/90 filed by 
petitoncr in CAT, Madras Bench (xerox copy). 

W-6/23-4-91 : Xerox copy of order of CAT dismissing Ex. 
O.A. 375/90 (xerox copy). 

For Management: 

Ex, M. 1/24-2-88 : Xerox copy of Order of DAP (A/cs) sanc¬ 
tioning commutation of value of DCRO and sanc¬ 
tion of pension of Rs. 250/-. 

M-2/ -02-88 : Sanction of Rs. 1031/- being the 10% of 
DCRG of DA(P), Hyderabad (xerox copy). 

M-3/24-2-88 : Sanction of PPO by DAP, Hyderabad (xerox 
copy). 

Sd I- S.T. 

IT. 

24 3nSfa, 1997 

tjrr.ATT. 1331:—aflsilPidv fadTd aifaPm, 1947 (1947 
dn 14) dft *3KT 17 % if, TlTdTK «TF Ihidfadl 

Ui4l'J| "dPt'ji % y<y-t(dd diHdilfT 

% if sftsifPidt fadid if srfddrpd, 

dfttpjt % 'TdTS 'dft yduntio diTtft (h<+"R dft 

24-4-97 TTTRt ^33T *1T I 

[4te3njyt-12012/151/91-31^.33R.(^. 3)Mk-I] 

a—ft, ^ 


New Delhi, the 24th April, 1997 

S.O. 1331:—In pursuance of Section I 7 of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby publishes the Award of the Industrial Tribunal, 
Jodhpur as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of Thar 
Anchalik Gramin and their workman, which was received 
by the Central Government on the 24-4-97. 

[No. L-12012/151/9 l-lR(B-3)/B.-E] 
K.V.B IJNNY, Desk Officer 

tfteraN SlfadSRt : — dt #1, 3TR. TTd. TtTT. 

fddTd7373Tl : —2/1991 

tST tJSdffW djfj# TTf^rar, 3TfN sf&SdT TTPlPn d&l 
3tK i f'ii5'4t;M -tH-^f-t atifhiei 'dt. 32, flllfi dffefpft, 

■^Rrrr?, I ...wff 

34^83 «?rr srNfd^r urtfH ^ ^ -54 tttttI ddr, ssfpjrjr 1 

: — 

( 1) Rldf dft 7TTT if >ift igt. %. Tffcid TffcTf=rftT 777. 

(2) armdfdfttPTT ^^1 

srfaftnfa 

fdTNt 6-2-1997 

dTR) 3##pjfa dtfti) 3nf(7T dEffdt TJET. 12012/151/gi¬ 
ant 33R.(^t.-3)ftnfdT 3-7-1991 3tfdd fdSdT ddl t :- 

Whether the action of the management of Thar Anchalik 
Gramin Bank in terminating the services of Shri 
Prithivi Singh, Messenger, Lordia Branch, w.e.f. 
3-2-1985 was justified ? 

2. Whether the action of the bank management in 
denying wages to the workman during the pe¬ 
riod from 3-2-85 to 20-5-85, having re-employed 
the workman w.e.f. 21-5-85 was justified ? 

If answer to both is in the negative, to what relief the 
workman is entitled to 7” 

2. STt -dlUMd 3 dTEltRdTfiPlEF 16-8-91 

d?r ^ TftTRK fdTdT TfidT dSEFTtf dil ElfiTl flfeEt deR fdvdTTRT I 
TB YTnrrT terras 21-5-1996 dit umf dft PFt-dd ds "W-fa ■£) 
dm-dd ddgfl dd3 /ftffdra fdtdr 23-7-1996 diftis 

fddd dst dt did! dft dUF Tr fddidt 23-7-1996 d 

ddEF T/dld fddd dTthsf 17-9-1996, 19-11-1996, 
16-1-1997 d 3TEST ftdi<+ 6-2-1997 dll dfd-dd % ddtsfa 3 
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yi*ff Tfifirircr 16 - 1-1997 7 ft 
Rfa-FI % 77l4=1 ftf 7177-77 TTgiT 717% %7[ 3Tf%R 373R17 *ft 
il^R f«,HI ‘i'll ®TT I ?71 flit? siTh^ % H'tfkl 317717 [%*) 7R% % 
■SJPT^ %t 77T-77 % 717*N % '7177-751 TTFgTT Tiff felTI t I W 
Tl^ff % y fdl-lffl % UTsjf 7% a<.9i ^ ’fiT^T^RT ftl*fl fill -^llfbA 
fW TT*TT 777 ’SITsff 77ft*17 =T^t 'I' I 3<K1 cT* 3 ^ t[7 7ftft*lftT7l 7l 
7(f) 9 =F?- (fidI ^ftl71®ff ^71 f%°u4 7% 3nft neiR %Tf^f -nfl lorn 
17TKTT 7Tr«ff 7 3HJi*ff MMIY %1 7t7 317 ^717 fly Tiff 77T 

t I 3171: FTTH cfWTf 77 yfafeltcRf 7% %Tlft 7^ $71 771T°I % 

HirStM^p y^lla MlRd RtiTl 3(HI 3f%cl 7 Hrflfl fldl $ I 

3. 1 lU l 'T19W'-l 5213WT7I 7 “77$ Tiff 3lfl#pjf7 ’ ’ 
( Hlf^T9iJZ 77!%) TTlftTf iTTTI jTRTI t I 

4. ?713lf^P4 u f4 “Ft 6|l«l ^TIT 5 ? H+rein %tj 7 ko Wl'EK 

% 9TR ti? ftwfl i 

5. Ttf SlfTIRofa 3771 ftRfal 6-2-1997 7% ^ =7171617 

F (t+HIHIT 4)< 7^4171 '141 I 

9^ 4t T 9 i ( %R, 141 Ml W I 

T^fSRRft, 25 3tftc1, 1997 

W.3TT. 1332:—sfleflPluh [%7fl; aifaftTF, 1947 (1947 
7714) 7% 7lll 17 % 3TJ71TitIftf, ^>^04 7 k7>k HStltt SeA'b'l'Tl % 
% 71721 f14l ATl' 3ftl 3T^i TlftTUlf % 4) r l, 31=ptf7 % 

Wte 3fl«frf^w arftwm, fot % Ftr t% y«hrftra 771 ft t, 7t 
%=?ft7 7F7H7 7?l 25-4-97 7% 7NT11311711 

[7t. 777 -40012/185/91-311$. 377. (ft.^)] 
[71.1^61-40012/186/91 -37$.31J7. 
[7t.l$61-40012/29/92-37$.377. (^TJ)] 
[71.7^1-40012/27/92-3H$.377. (ift."^)] 
[7t.F71-4Q012/256/92-311$.31JT. (itf. 3 !)] 
[tf.TT«-40012/181/92-3n£3IK. C^.^)] 
[■^.1^-40012/131/92-31^.31R. (T^-l)] 
[F.T7R-40012/228/92-3Uf.31K. (^t.ij)] 
[Tt.l^-40012/212/93-3T^.31K. (Tt.iJ.)] 
[^.T7R-40012/34/93-3ir^.31K, OST.iJ)] 
[Tf.l^»r-.40012C V93-31Ti.3TTT. (^ft.ij)] 
[lt.l3?r-40012/148/93—047^.3TT, (^.ij.)] 
[Tt.1?R-400l2/135/93-31^.31R. 0 ft.\)] 
[Tf,TT?T-40Q12/156/94-3R^.31K. (i^Y.'^) ] 
[F.17R-40012/226/92-3Rlf,37K. (^t.^] 
[7t.l7R-400l2/227/92-3T^.31R. (^. 1 ?)] 
[^.1^-40012/229/92-31^.3117. (^t.ij.)]l 
[7i.l37T-40012/232/92-3n^.3TT7. (^)) 
[71,l^?T-40012/163/93-311^, 3R1. (Tl.^)] 


[7t.TrR-40012/73/93-3R?.31R. (A^)] 

[71.1171-40012/211/93-311^.3117. (^t.^)] 
[71.1171-40012/22/94-311^.31R. (^t.ij)] 
[71.1171-40012/226/94-311^.3117. (^t. 3 ),)] 
[7i.7R-40012/162/93-31T^.31R. (Tf.iJ)] 
[71,1171-40012/113/93-311^.3^. ( A\)] 
[71.771-40011/9/94-311^.31R. (^t.lj,)] 

[7i.iJ71-40012/158/94-311^.31R, 
[71.771-40012/32/94-31^.377, (^).l)] 
[71.771-40012/36/92-311^.377. (^t-1)] 
[71.771-40011/33/94-31lf.31R. (^t,^.)] 
[71.1171-40011/13/94-311^,387. (^. 13 ;)] 
[71.771-40011/12/94-37^.3117. (^.ij.)] 

[71.1171-40012/91/95-31Tlf.377. (A^)] 
[71.1171-40012/110/94-38^.3117. (^t.ij)] 
[7i.il71-40012/230/94-311^.31R. C^I. 3 })] 

[77771-40012/228/94-38^.377. (ist. 3 ^)] 
[71.771-40012/243/94-311^.377. (Tl.i|)] 
[71.13[71-40012/29/95-31^.31R, (it.ij)] 
[Tt.1171-40012/127/95-31^.377. (Tl.^)] 
[71,771-40012/90/95-311^.377. ( H\.\) ] 
[7f.77T-40012/137/95-37^.377. (Thj)] 
[7f.l171~40012/124/95-37^,377. (^.ij)] 
[71.771-40012/135/95-37^.377. (tt.ij)] 
[71.771-40012/168/95-371?.377. (A^)] 
[71.771-40012/169/95-311^,377. (Tl.T,)] 
[7l,7^1-40012/170/95-37^,377. (Tl.^)] 
[71.771-40012/171/95 -371».377. (^.TJ)] 
[7t.7R-40012/172/95-371^.377. CrtTJ)] 
[77.7^1-40012/173/95-37^.377. (^t.^)] 
[7l.7?l-40012/176/95-3in{.377. (^. 7 .)] 
[7l,771-40012/177/95-37^.377. (^)] 
[71.771-40012/213/94-37^.377. (^t.ii)] 
%. 7ft. 14 ). 7i=ft, 37171717 

New Delhi, the 25th April, 1997 
S.O. 1332:—In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Madras as shown in the Annexure. in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Madras Telephones and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 25/4/97. 
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[No. L-40012/185/91 -1R(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/186/9 l-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/29/92-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/27/92-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/256/92-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/181 /92-IR(DU)1 
[No. L-40012/23 l/92-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/228/92-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/212/93-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/34/93-TR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/3 5/93-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/148/93-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/135/93-IR(DU)[ 
[No. L-40012/156/94-1 R(OU)J 
[No. L-40012/226/92-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/227/92-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/229/92-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/232/92-IR( DU)] 
[No. L-40012/163/93-lR(DU)j 
[No. I .-40012/73/93-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/21 l/93-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/22/94-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/226/94-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/162/93-1 R(DU)[ 
[No. L-40012/113/93-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/9/94-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/158/94-1 R(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/32/94-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/36/92-1R(DU)] 
[No. L-400l2/33/94-IR(DU)J 
[No. L-40012/13/94-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/12/94-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/91/95-1 R(DU)l 
[No. L-40012/110/94-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/230/94-1 R(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/228/94-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/243/94-lR(Dl.J)] 
[No L-40012/29/95-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/127/95-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/90/95-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/137/95-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/124/95-lR(DU)j 
[No. L-40012/135/95-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/168/95-1 R(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/169/95-1 R(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/170/95-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/17l/95-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/172/95-1R(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/173/95-IR(DU)] 


[No. L-40012/176/95-lR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/177/95-IR(DU)] 
[No. L-40012/213/94-IR(DU)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

MADRAS 

Monday, the 30th day of December, 1996 
Present: 

THIRU S. THANGARAJ, B.Sc., LL.B., 

Industrial Tribunal 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NOS. 53/1992, 59/1992,12/ 
1993, 13/1993 I.D. 6/94, I.D. 145/94, I.D. 146/94, I.D. 17/ 
93, I.D. 161/94, I.D. 162/94, I.D. 163/94, I.D. 199/94, I.D. 
200/94, I.D. 212/94, I.D. 213/94, I.D. 214/94, I.D. 215/94, 
I.D. 216/94, I.D. 1/95, I.D. 3/95, I.D. 8/95, I.D. 9/95,1.0. 15/ 

95, I.D. 28/95, I.D. 29/95, I D. 45/95, I.D. 48/95, I.D. 49/95, 
I D. 60/95, I.D. 62/95, I.D. 66/95, I.D. 70/95,1.D.71/95, I.D. 
1/96, I.D. 6/96, I.D. 9/96, I D. 22/96, I D. 34/96, I.D. 49/96, 
I.D. 50/96, I.D. 59/96, I.D. 73/96, I.D. 74/96, I D. 75/96, I.D. 
76/96, I.D. 77/96, I.D. 78/96, I.D. 79/96, I.D. 80/96, I D. 81/ 

96, I.D. 82/96, I.D. 83/96. 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under Section 
10 (I) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 between the 
Workmen and the Management of Postal and Telecom De¬ 
partment) 

Between 

In I.D. 53/92 

Shri K. Karuna, s/o. Mr. Kannan, 

58, Waltex Road, Jakkapuram, 

Madras-10 


and 

The Chief General Manager, 

Madras Telephones, 

78, Purtasawalkam High Road, 

Madras-104. 

Reference • Order No. L-40012/185/91-IR (DU). Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 19-6-92, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

In I.D. 59/92 

Shri D. Muthukrishnan, 23, M.M. Garden, Vysarpadi, 
Madras-600 039. 

and 

The Chief General Manager, Madras Telephones, 

No. 78, Purasawalkam High Road, Madras-600 010. 

References : Order No. L-40012/186/91-I R (DIJ) Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 25-6-92, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 


I OOWil/07—11 
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In I D. 12/93 

Sliri A. Thiagarajan, C/o. Paul Raj Nadar, 

146, G. R. Road, Theni, Permakulam Taluk, 

Madurai-31. 625 031. 

and 

The Supdt. of Post Offices, Madurai, 

Moffusil Division, Madurai-625 002. 

Reference': Order No.L-40012/29/92-IR (DU). Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 18-1-93, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

In I.D. 13/93 

Sliri P. Rajamani, S/o. Shri Ponnumani, 

EDDA Hirathur, Manali Veedu-625 164. 

and 

The Sub-Divisional Inspector (Postal), 

Kulithurai Sub-division, Kulithurai dt-629 163, 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/27/92-IR (DU), Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 19-1-93, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

In I.D. No. 17/93 

Shri P. Muralidoss, No. 37-A. Lalpet Street, 
Chidambaram-608001. 

and 

The Divisional Engineer, Office of Telecom, 

District Manager, Cuddalore-607001. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/256/92-IR (DU). Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 2Q-1-93, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi, 

In I.D. No. 6/1994 

Shri D. Devanesan, Extra Departmental Delivery Agent, 
Ranumamamoodu, Branch Office, 

Kanyakumari Dt. 629 001. 

and 

The Senior Superintendent of Post Offices, 

Kanyakumari Division, Nagercoil, 

Tamil Nadu-629 001. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/181 /92-IR (DU). Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 21-1-94, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

In I.D. No. 145/94 

Thiru L. Vendatasubramanian, No. 10, B. Agraharam, 
Kamabarasembettai, Trichy-101. 

AND 

The Sr. Supdt. RMS (T) Division, 

Trichirapalli. 


Reference : Order No. L-40012/23 1 /92-IR (DU). Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 13-5-94/10-9-94, Govt, of India, 
New Delhi. 

In I. D. No. 146/94 

Shri M. Muthu, C/o. M. Murugaiah, Circle 
Organising Secretary, N. F. T. E-E4 Cross 
Bar Exchange, Rajapalayam-626117. 

and 

The Telecom District Engineer, Virudhunagar-626001. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/228/92-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 13-5-94/10-9-94, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi 

In 1. D. No. 161/94 

Shri K. Ravindran, S/o. Karunanidhi, Ex- 
Branch Post Master, Veivillakku Branch Office, 
Karuvapuralam S, O., Vedaranyam Taluk-614808 
and 

Supdt. of Post Offices, Pattukottai Divn., 

Pattukottai-614601. 

Reference : Order No. L-400l2/212/93-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 13-7-94, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I.D. 162/94 

Shri M. Michael Raj, 7/139, Railway Station Road, 

Mettur Post-627 436. 

and 

The Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices, Kovilpatti-701. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/34/93-(DU), Ministry of 
Labour dt. 13-7-94, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

Ini. D. 163/94 

Shri P. Pillayar Murugaiah, ED Branch Post Master, 
Sangarettikottai P. O. Nellikottai Tak., Anna Dt. 

and 

The Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices, Dindigul Divn., 

Dindigul-624 007. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/35/93/IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 13-7-94, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I. D. 199/94 

Ms. Seeniammal, D/o. Mookan, Kattunaichan St., 
Vasudevanallur-627 758. 

and 

The Supdt. of Post Office, Kovilpatti Divn., 

Kovilpatti-627 701. 

Reference ; OrderNo, L-40012/148/93-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 16-11-94, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 
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In I. D. 200/94 

Shri R. Thirunavukkarase, 40, Sivaraja Puram, 

1st Street, Pullianthope, Madras-12. 

and 

The General Manager, Telecommunication, Vavoo 
Mansion, Raj a j i Salai, Madras-600 001, 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/135/93-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour dt. 16/29-11 -94, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I. D. 212/94 

Tltiru P. V Sukumarakrishnan, No. 49, Corporation Small 
Line, Shivarao Road, Pattalam, Madras-12. 

and 

Tlie Sr Manager, Mail Motor Service, 

D/o. Posts, Madras 600 006. 

Reference' Order No. L-40012/156/94-IR (DU), Ministry 
of Labour dt 16-12-94, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

In I. D. 213/94 

Shri V. Nagarajan, C/o. M. Murugaiah, Circle Organising 
Secretary, NFTE E4, Cross Bar Exchange, Rajapalayam. 

and 

The Telecom District Engineer, Nagercoil-629 001. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/226/92-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 19-5-94 Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

Ini D. 214/94 

Shri P. Udayakumar, C/o. M Murugaiah, Circle Organising 
Secretary, NFTE E4 (T. N.) Cross Bar Exchange, 
Rajapalayam. 

and 

The Telecom District Engineer, Virudhunagar-626 601. 

Reference ■ Order No. L-40012/227/92-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 19-5-94, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I. D. 215/94 

Shri M. Kannan, C/o. M. Murugaiah, Circle Organising Sec¬ 
retary, NFTE E4 (TN) Cross Bar Exchange, Rajapalayam. 

and 

The Telecom District Engineer, Virudhunagar-626 001. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/229/92-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 19-5-94, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I. L). 216/94 

Shri S Dharmaraj, C/o. M. Murugaiah, Circle Organising 
Secretary, NFTE E-4, Cross Bar Exchange, Rajapalayam. 

and 

i tint,(,i/ u7 -12 


The Telcom District Engineer, Virudhunagar. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/232/92-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 19-5-94, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I. D. No. 1/95 

Shri Stanley Jones, Kotthapakkam Village, 

Vadagathapatty Post (via), Madanoor, N. A. Dist.-635 804. 

and 

1. Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices, Dept, of Posts, 

Tirupattur Divn., Tirupattur 635601 N. A. Dist. 

2. The Sub-Divisional Inspector, Dept, of Posts, 
Vaniyambadi Sub-division, Vaniyambadi-635 601. 

Rejerencc : Order No. L-40012/163/93-IR (DU), Ministry 
of Labour,dt. 28-12-94,"Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

In I. D. 3/95 

Shri K. Vasudevan, S/o, Parameswaran, No. 6, Extn. 4, 
ThiruvalluvarNagar, Kottur, Madras-85. 

and 

The Chief Supdt., Central Telegraph Office, 

11 Line Beach, Madras-1. 

Reference '. Order No. L-40012/73/93-IR (DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 22-11-94, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

I. D. 8/95 

Shri. N. Ramesh, S/o. Nallana Naidu, EDDA, 
Kuppinaickanpatty, Kamatchipuram S.0.-626 530. 

and 

Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices, Mofussil Divn., Madurai-625002. 

Reference : Order NO. L-40012/211/93-1R (DU), Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 20-1-95, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

In I. D. 15/95 

Shri D. Sellamuthu, S/o. Duraisamy, Silliampatty B. O., 
AtturTaiuk, Salem-636 107. 

and 

Director Sr. Supdt, of Post Office, Salem East Divn., 

Salem 636 001. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/22/94-1R (DU), Ministry of 
Labour dt. 22/24-2-95, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

I. D. 28/95 

Shri G. Venkatesan, No. 2/81, Karaikkan Street, 
Nerkundram. Madras-600 107. 

and 

The Divisional Engineer, Madras Telephones, Kellys I No. 
22, Kellys Road, Madras-600 017. 
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Reference : Order No. L-40012/22/94-dt. 22-6-95, Ministry 
of Labour, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

I. D. 9/95 

Sh. V. Sarvesan, S/o. Veeraraghavan, Periyakurichi Village, 
Tirupattur Bazar, Pin 635 602. 

and 

The Supdt., RMS 'M' Divn., D/o, Posts, Madras-3. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/162/93-IR-(DU), Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 28-12-94, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I. D. No. 29/95 

Shri G. Rajendran, No. 38, Kutty Street, 

Nungambakkam, Madras-38. 600 034. 

and 

The Divisional Engineer, Madras Telephones, 

Kellys 1, No. 22, Kellys Road, Madras-10. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/1 l3/93-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour dt. 22-6-95, Govt, of India, New Delhi, 

In I. D. 45/95 

Divisional Secretary, All India Postal Employees 
Class III ED, Nagapattinam, Q M Dist. 611001. 

and 

Post Master General, Tiruchirapalli Region, 

Tiruchirapalli 620 001. 

Superintendent of Post Office, Nagapattinam 611 001. 

Reference : Order No. L-4001 l/9/94-IR-(DU), Ministry of 
Labour dt. 20-7-94/4-8-94, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

In 1. D. 48/95 

Shri N. Kumaravel, 1/65, Sirukundran Post, Sembakkam, 
(via) Chengalpattu Dt. 603 108. 

and 

General Manager, Madras Telephones, 17, P. H. Road, 
Madras-7. 

Reference : Order No. L-400l2/158/94-IR(DU), Ministry 
of Labour of dt. 4-8-95, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

In I. D. 49/95 

Shri R. Vedakrishnan, No. 57,2nd Street, Natarajapuram, 
Namakkal 637 001. 

and 

The Supdt. of Post Office, 

Namakkal Divn., Namakkal. 637 001. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/32/94-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour dt. 4-8-95, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 


In I D. 60/95 

Shri C. T. Jayaraman, MV Electrician, No. 1/153. Balaganesh 
Nagar, Red Hills, Madras-52, 

and 

Senior Managar, P & T, Motor Service, Madras-6. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/36/92-IR(DLJ), dt. 5-9-95, 
Ministry of Labour, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

in I. D. 62/95 

Shri PI Mohankumar, S/o. Pachaiyappan, Puilalpatty 
(Kuttuvallaval) Macherry Post, Salem Dt. 2. 

and 

1. Sub-Divisionai insj-ecior, (Postal), 

Mettur Dam Sub-divtsk - Meteor P;mi-636 401, 

2. The Supdt. of Post Offices, Lai-:- V;st :.•■%•., 
Salem-636005. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/13/94-Ministry of Labour, 
dt. 4-9-95, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In 1. D. 66/95 

1. The Divisional Secretary, AlTEU (Cl. Ill), & EDAs 
Myladuthurai 609 001. 

2. The Divisional Secretary, AITEU Postman and Cl. 
IV Myladuthurai 609 001. 

3. The Divisional Secretary, NUTE ( Cl II) & EDA 
Myladuthuari 609 001. 

4. The Divisional Secretary, BPEU, Cl, III. 
Myladuthurai, 609 001. 

5. The Divisional Secretary BPEU (Cl. IV) & Postman, 
Myladuthurai 609 001. 

and 

The Post Master General, Central Regional, Trichirapalli-620001. 
2. The Supdt. of Post Offices, Myladuthurai-609 001. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012 /13/94-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 5-9-95, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I, D. 70/95 

N 

The Divisional Secretary, All India Postal Employees Union, 
Nagapattinam, QM Dist, T, Nadu-611 001. 

and 

1, The Post Master General, Central Region, 
Trichirapalli-620 001. 

2. Supdt. of Post Offices, Nagapattinam-611 001. 

Reference : Order No. L-4001 l/12/94-IR(DU), Ministry of 
' Labour dt. 20-7-94, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 
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In I. D. 71/95 

Shri R. Pillai Perumal, Ex. Branch Post Master, 
Seethaprappanallur B. 0. Gandhinagar S. O. 627 008. 
and 

The Sr. Supdt. of Post Offces, Tirunelveli Divn., 

Tirunelveli. 627 002. 

Reference ; Order No. L-40012/9 l-95-IR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 27-10-95, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I. D. 1/1996 

Shri S. Sundarrajan, S/o. No. 199, ’B' Block, West Cemetry 
Road, Old Washermanpet, Madras-21. 

and 

The Assistant Chief Supdt. Central Telegraph Office. 
Madras-600014. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/110/94-IR (DU), Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 27-12-95, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

In I. D. 6/1996. 

Shri A. Meera Mohideen, S/o. Sh. Abdul Rehman, 
Purathukudi, Trichy Dt. 

AND 

The Divisional Engineer (Telegraph) Coaxial Maintenance, 
CTC Compound, Madras-2 

Reference Order No. L-40012/230/94-lR(DU), Ministry of 
Labour, Dt. 27-12-95, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In 1. D. 9/1996. 

Shri M, Murugan, S/o. IB, Nachi Nadar Street, 
Virudhunagar, 626001. 

and 

The Director of Postal Services, O/o. Post Master General, 
Southren Region, Madurai-625002. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/228/94-IR (DU). Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 27/28-12-95, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

Inl.D. 22/96 

Shri S. G. Elumalai, 2/42, Bajanai Koil Street, Sehuvalai, 
North Arcot Ambedkar Dt, 632 104. 

and 

Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices, Vellore Division, 
Vellore-632 001. 

2. Asstt. Supdt. of Post Offices, Vellore East Sub-Division, 
Vellore 632 001. 

Reference: Order No. L-40012/243/94-IR (DU), Ministry 
of Labour dt. 26-2-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I. D. 34/96 

Sint. A. Dhanalakshmi, Kallakurichi Taluk, Chinnasalem- 
606 201. 


and 

Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices, Virdhachalam, Divn., 

V ridhachalam-606601. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/29/95-1R (DU), Ministry of 
Labour, dt. 27-3-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I. D. 49/96 

Shri V. Marudhavinayagam, C/o N.K. Kasi, No. 50, Land 
Street, North Attur-628 151. 

and 

Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices, Tuticorin Divn., 
Turticorin-628 008. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/127/95-1R (DU), Ministry 
of Labour dt. 27-6-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In 1. D. 50/96 

Shri M. Thangaraj, S/o Madasamy, Karadikulam B.O., 
Kalugumalai-627 752. 

and 

The Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices, Kovilpatti Divn., Kovilpatti- 
627 702. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/90/95-IR (DU), Ministry of 
Labour dt. 27-6-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

I. D. 59/96 

Shri K. Ramaswami, Sundamettupudur, Konganapuram, 
637 102. Salem Dt. 

Supdt. of Post. Offices, Namakkal Division Namakkal- 
637 002. 

and 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/137/95-IR (DU), Ministry 
of Labour dt. 27-6-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

I.D. 73/96 

Shri A. Raju, Kanjanaickanpatti, B.O. a/w Pannapatti, 

S/o 636 005. 

and 

Asstt. Supdt. of Post Offices, Suramangalam Sub-division, 
Salem West Postal Division, Salem 636 004. 

2. Director of Postal Services, Western Region, O/o. Post 

Master General, Coimbatore, T. Nadu. 

3. Supdt. of Post Offices, Salem West'Division, 

Salem 636 004. 

4. The Director General of Post, D.O. Post, Ministry of 
Communication, New Delhi 110 001. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/124/95 -1R (DU), Ministry 
of Labour dt. 26-8-96, Govt, of India) New Delhi. 

In. I. D. 74/96 

Shri N. Kodandan, M. Perumalpalayam B.O. 
Sajjanchavadi, S.O, Salem Dt.-636 111. 
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and 

Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices, Salem East Division, 
Salem-636 001, 

The Director of Postal Services, Western Region, 
Coimbatore-641 002. 

Post Master General, Western Region, Coimbatore, 

641 002. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/135/95-1R (DU), Ministry 
of Labour dt. 26-8-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi 

In 1. D. 75/96 

Shri S. Bhaskaran, M, Sevaiyan, Singalandi, 
Thriuthuraipoondi, P.O. & Th. 614 713. 

and 

The General Manager, Dept, of Telecommunications 
Thanjavur 613 001, 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/168/95-IR (DU), Ministry 
of Labour dt. 27-8-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I. D. 76/96 

Shri S, Dravidamani, S/o Sambandan Pillai, 26C/2, 
Uppukula Street, Thiruthuraipoondi, P.O.-614 713. 

and 

The General Manager, Dept, of Telecommunications 
Thanjavur 613 001. 

Reference . Order No. L-40012/169/95-IR (DU), Ministry 
of Labour dt. 27-8-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I D. 77/96 

Shri. C. Murugaiyan, S/o. Pichan, Agarusathangudi, 
Mangudi P.O. Thiruvarur Tak. T. Nadu-610 106. 

and 

The General Manager, Dept, of Telecommunications 
Thanjavur 613 001. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/170/95-IR (DU), dt. 27-8-96, 
Ministry of Labour, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In 1. D. 78/96 

Shri R. Ghanasekaran, S/o. Ramaiayan, Arivan Theru, 
Thiruthuraipoondi P.O. & Tk., Pin-614 713. 

and 

The General Manager, Dept, of Telecommunications 
Thanjavur 613 001. 

Reference : OrderNo. L-40012/171/95-IR (DU), Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 27-8-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In l.D. 79/96 

Shri K. Sreenivasan, S/o Kannusamy, Singalandi, 
Thiruthuraipoondi, PO. & Tk-614 713. 


and 

The General Manager, Dept, of Telecommunications 
Thanjavur-613 001. 

Reference: OrderNo. L-40012/172/95-IR (DU), Ministry 
of Labour, dt. 27-8-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In l.D. 80/96 

Shri V. Rayar, S/o Sh. Velu, Sikar P.O. Thaplampuliyur 
(via), Tiruvarur Tk 610 106. T. Naidu 

and 

The General Manager, Dept, of Telecommunications 
Thanjavur-613 001. 

Reference : Order No. L-40012/173/95-IR (DU), Ministry 
of Labour dt. 27-8-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

. In I.D. 81/96 

Shri N Arivalagan, S/o. Nagarajan, Kodikkal St., Pamke 
Road, Thiruvarur PO & Tk. 

and 

The General Manager, Dept, of Telecommunications 
Thanjavur 613 001. 

Reference: OrderNo. L-40012/I76/95-1R (DU), Ministry 
of Labour dt. 27-8-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

In I. D. 82/96 

Shri K. Natarajan, S/o Kuppan, Singalandi,Thiruthuraipoon 
PO & Tk, Pin 614 713. 

and 

The General Manager, Dept, of Telecommunications 
Thanjavur 613 001. 

Reference • Order No. L-40012/177/95-1R (DU), Ministry 
of Labour dt. 27-8-96, Govt, oflndia, New Delhi. 

In 1. D. 83/96 

Shri. S. Rundaresan, EDDA, II, Edaikodu Sub office, 
Kanyakumari Dt. T. Nadu 

and 

The Sr. Supdt. of Post Offices, Kanyakumari Division 
Nagercoil, T. Nadu. 

Reference . OrderNo. L-40012/213/A/94-1R (DU), 
Ministry of Labour dt. 26-8-96, Govt, of India, New Delhi. 

This disputes coming on for final hearing on Monday, 
the 26th day of November, 1996, upon perusing the refer¬ 
ences, and all other papers on record, and upon hearing the 
arguments of Tvl. D. Hariparanthaman, A.M. Krishnamurthy, 
S. James, Ms. Jothivani, R. Ganesan, G. Devesan, 
R. Malaisamy, S. Elango, G. Charnkiraj, Justin, P. Selvaraj, 
P.V. S. Giridhar, and U. Padmanabhan for petitioners and 
Tvl. R. Karunakaran, S. Thiagarajan, C K. Vishnupriya, 
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K. Kumar, T. K, Rajeswaran, Ravikumar, and S. Seshadri 
Advocates appearing for the Management, and these disputes 
having stood over till this day for cosideration, this Tribunal 
made the following 

AWARD 

On service of notices both petitioners and respondent 
appeared before this Tribunal. 

In all these references, the following common issue has 
to be adjudicated. 

“Whether the action of the management of Post & 
Telecom Department, in the services of their workman is jus¬ 
tified. If not, what relief the concerned workman concerned 
is entitled to?" 

3. All these Industrial Disputes have been raised under 
different references of the Government of India, on different 
dates, by the employees of the Postal and Telecom Depart¬ 
ments are not industries and therefore the industrial disputes 
are not maintainable in the Industrial Tribunal. They based 
reliance on tile recent ruling of the Apex Court of India pro¬ 
nounced on 2-2-96 in SIJB-DIVISIONAL INSPECTOR OF 
PQST. VAIKAM & ORS. Vs . THEYYAM JOSEP-H 11996 
II LLJ P 230). The Postal Department of Telecom Depart¬ 
ments were within the definition of Industry under Sec. 2(i) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. However, the above re¬ 
cent decision of our Supreme Court has held that Postal and 
Telecommunications departments arc not “industry” within 
the meaning of the said Act. Now the question arises regard¬ 
ing the jurisdiction of this Tribunal. Both the parties have 
argued elaborately on this question. 

4. The major point for our consideration is : Whether 
this Tribunal has jurisdiction to decide these Industrial dis¬ 
putes referred to? 

5. The Point: In Sub-Divisional Inspector of Posts 
Vaikkam Vs. Theyyam Joseph (1996 (I LLJ P 230) at page 
23 1,232 and 233, Apex Court held ; 

“Having regard to the contentions, the question arise 
whether the appellant is an industry? India as a sover¬ 
eign, socialist, secular democratic, republic has to es¬ 
tablish an egalitarian social order under rule of law. 
The welfare measures under partake the character of 
sovereign functions and the traditional duty to main¬ 
tain law and order is no longer the concept of the State. 
Directive principles of State Policy enjoin on the Slate 
diverse duties under part IV of the Constitution and the 
performance of the duties are constitutional functions. 
One of the duties is of the State to provide telecommu¬ 
nication service to the general public as an amenity, 
and so is one essential part of the sovereign functions 
of the State as a welfare state It is not, therefore, an 
industry.” 

It would thus be seen that the method of recruitment, 
the conditions of service, the scale of pay, and the con¬ 
duct of Rules regulating the service conditions of LD 
Agents are governed by the statutory regulation. It is 


now settled law of this Court that these employees are 
civil servants regulated by these conduct rules. 

Therefore, by necessary implication they do not be¬ 
long to the category of workmen attracting the provi¬ 
sions of the Act. The approach adopted in the Tribu¬ 
nal, therefore, is clearly illegal. The Tribunal was wholly 
wrong in directing the appellant to terminate the ser¬ 
vices in accordance with the provisions of the Act” 

From the above decision it is clear that the Post and Tele¬ 
communications Departments are doing sovereign functions 
of the State and therefore they are not “industry". 

6. The main objections raised by the petitioners, the 
employees of these departments are as follows: 

Section 2(n) (iii) of the ID. Act, deals with Public Util¬ 
ity Service. It includes “any postal, telegraph or telephone 
service”. The employees of such services those who fall un¬ 
der the definition of “workman” within the meaning of 
Sec.2(s) of the ID. Act, are entitled to invoke the provisions 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Further Sec. 2(s) of the 
l.D. Act, which defines the “Workman" does not exclude the 
employees of the Postal, Telegraph and telephone service. 
Section 9A of the I.D. Act, which deals with notice of change 
is exempted for workman covered by CCS Rules. For other 
workmen the jursidictions of the Industrial Disputes Act, are 
applicable. 

7. The Supreme Court in BANGALORE WATER 
SUPPLY-& SEWERAGE BOARD Hr. A RAJAPPA & ORS 
(1978 1 LLJ P 349) at page 375 says: 

“Although we are not concerned in this case with those 
categories of employees who particularly come under 
departments charged with responsibility for essential 
constitutional functions of Government, it is appropri¬ 
ate to state that if there are industrial units severable 
from the essential functions and possess an entity of 
their own it may be plausible to hold that the employee 
of those units are workmen and those undertaking are 
industries. A blanket exclusion of every one of the host 
of employees engaged by Government in departments 
falling under general rubrics like justice, defence, taxa¬ 
tion, legislature, may not necessarily be thrown out of 
the umbrella of the Act. We say no more except to ob¬ 
serve that closer exploration, not summary rejection is 
necessary.” 

Further in page no. 405, it was held : 

“(a) Where a complex of activities, some of which qualify 
for exertion, others not involves employees on the 
total undertaking, some of whom, are not ‘work¬ 
men’ as in the University of Delhi case or some de¬ 
partments are not productive of goods and services 
if isolated even then the predominant nature of the 
services and the integrated nature ofthe departments 
as explained in the Corporation of'Nagpur, will be 
the true test. The whole undertaking will be “indus¬ 
try” although those who are not ‘workmen’ may not 
benefit by the Status. 
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(b) Notwithstanding the previous clauses, sovereign 
functions, strictly understood, alone qualify for ex¬ 
emption, not the welfare activities or economic ad¬ 
ventures undertaken by Government or statutory 
bodies. 

(c) Even in departments discharging sovereign func¬ 
tions, if there are units which are industries and they 
are substantially severable, then they can be consid¬ 
ered to come within S.2(J), 

(d) Constitutional and competently enacted legislative 
Provisions may well remove from the scope of the 
Act.” 

Following the decisions, the various High Courts held that 
the Postal Telegraph and Telephone service is an industry. In 
BHASKARAN vs. SUB-DMSIONAL OFFICER (1982 II 
I. LJ P 248) the Kerala High Court held that “Postal and Tele¬ 
graph Department is an industry." In TAPAN KUMAR 
iANA.Vs CALCUTTA TELEPHONES AND ORS. 11981 
II LLJ p 382) the Calcutta High Court held that the “Tele¬ 
phone Department is an industry.” In K.R.B. KA1MAL AND 
AML Vs. DIRECTOR. OF-EQSTAL SERVICES. 
TRIVANDRUM (1979 I LLJ p 176) High Court of Kerala 
held that the “Postal Dephrtment is an industry." 

8. It was further argued on the side of the petitioner 
that in Padmavalli’s case, full bench of the Central Adminis¬ 
trative Tribunal in Vol. II Page 334 (copy of judgement not 
submitted for perusal), that telephone department is an in¬ 
dustry and the workmen concerned can come before the In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal. 

9. In Recommendation No. 119 of the International 
Labour Organisation reads as follows; 

“A worker who feels that his employment has been 
unjustifiably terminated should be entitled, unless 
the matter has been satisfactorily determined through 
such procedures within the undertaking, establish¬ 
ment of service, as may exist or be established con¬ 
sistent with this Recommendation, to appeal, within 
a reasonable time, against the termination with the 
assistance, where the worker so requests, of a per¬ 
son representing him to a body established under a 
collective agreement or to a neutral body such as a 
Court, an arbitrator, an arbitration committee or a 
similar body." 

Section 11A of the I.D. Act, 1947 came into effect on 
15-12-71 and the power given to the Labour Courts and In¬ 
dustrial Tribunals under Sec. 11-A to modify the punishments 
if necessary is not given to the Administrative Tribunals and 
if the departments of Postal, Telegraph, and Telephone are 
excluded from jurisdiction of the Labour Courts and Indus¬ 
trial Tribunals the valuable right of the working class to get 
justice u/s. 11-aoftheI.D. Act may not be available to them. 
To substantiate this point, the petitioners have invited my 
attention to a decision of our Apex Court in WORKMEN OF 


M/s. FIRESTONE TYRE & RUBBER COMPANY OF 
INDIA (PVT.) LTD. 

10. On behalf of the Post and Telecommunications 
departments the following objects were taken. Now the Post 
and Telegraph Department is one and the Telecommunica¬ 
tion department is separated from it. The Standing Coun¬ 
sels appearing for these two departments have unanimously 
argued that the decision of the Supreme Court in SUB DIVI¬ 
SIONAL INSPECTOR OF POSTS. VAIKKAM Vs. 
THEYYAM JOSEPH (1996 II LLJ p 230) is binding on this 
Tribunal and the Tribunal cannot decide the validity of the 
said decision of the Apex Court of India. To substantiate 
this point, they preferred a decision of our Supreme Court in 
AMBICA PRASAD MISHRA Vs. STATE OF UTTAR 
PRADESH (1980 (3) SCC 719), at page 723 : 

“It is wise to remember that fatal flaws silenced by 
earlier rulings cannot survive after death because a 
decision does not lose authority merely because it 
was badly argued, inadequately considered and fal¬ 
laciously reasoned." 

11. In Dr.J. JAYALALITHA Vs. Dr. M. CHANNA 
REDDY. GOVERNOR OF TAMILNADLL. (1995 I.L.W.R. 
525) at page 531 our High Court held; 

“We are disturbed by the fact that the petitioner has 
after making a reference expressly to the judgement, 
of the Supreme Court in State of Maharashtra Vs, 
R. S. Nayak AIR 1982 SC 1249, proceeded to urge 
in the subsequent paragraphs as a proposition di¬ 
rectly contrary to the judgement, of the Supreme 
Court in the said case. It is certainly not open to 
any petitioner, however high his or her position be, 
to canvass the correctness of the judgement of the 
Supreme Court before this Court and that too in an 
affidavit." 

So, the various arguments advanced by the petitioners 
regarding the decision reported in 1996 II LLJ p 230 cannot 
be taken into consideration. 

12. It was argued on the side of the petitioners that the 
decision in BANGALORE WATER SUPPLY AND 
SEWERAGE BOARD Vs. RAJAPPA (1978 I LLJ P 349) 
was by a larger bench and that decision must be followed. To 
strengthen this point, the petitioners have submitted two 
decisions. In UNION OF INDIA Vs. K. SUBRAMAN1AN 
(1976) 3 SCC p 677 at page 681, the Apex Court held; 

“But we do not think that the High Court acted cor¬ 
rectly in skirting the views expressed by larger 
benches of this Court in the matter which it had 
done this. The proper course for a High Court, in 
such a case, is to try to find out and follow the 
opinions expressed by larger benches of this Court 
in preference to those expressed by smaller benches 
of the Court. That is the practice followed by this 
Court itself. The practice has now crystallized 
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into a rule of law declared by this Court, If, how¬ 
ever, the High Court was of opinion that the views 
expressed by larger benches of this Court were not 
applicable to the facts of the instant case it should 
have said so giving reasons supporting its point of 
view,” 

In THE STATE QF U.P. Vs. RAM CHANDRA 
TRIVFDHU AIR 1976 SC 2547) the Supreme Court held ; 

"Even in cases where a High Court finds any conflict 
between the views expressed by larger and smaller 
benches of this Court, it cannot disregard or skirt 
the views expressed by the larger benches, The 
proper course for a High Court in such a case is to 
try to find out and follow the opinion expressed by 
larger benches of the Supreme Court in preference 
to those expressed by smaller benches of the Court 
which practice, hardened as it has into a rule of law, 
is followed by the Supreme Court itself." 

From these two decisions, it is clear that decision of the 
larger bench of the Supreme Court has to be followed. How¬ 
ever a reading of the judgement reported in 1996 II LLJ P 
230 it cannot be said that their Lordships have laid down that 
decision without considering the earlier decision Bangalore 
water Supply and Sewerage Board Vs. A. Rajappa, Though, 
in the said decision, their Lordships have not specifically 
stated the said decision, the recent decision is based on the 
performance of duties which are Constitutional 
functions. On that ground, their Lordships have held that 
the duties of the Postal Department fall under the Sovereign 
function of the State. Their Lordships further held that the 
order of the Tribunal holding the employee in that case was a 
“Workman” was illegal and further held that by necessary 
implication, the Postal Department workmen do not belong 
to the category of the workmen attracting the provisions of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. When it has been held by the 
Apex Court in unequivocable terms that the employees of 
the Postal department are not within the meaning, this 
Tribunal has no further say in the matter but to respectfully 
follow the Apex Court of India. At this juncture it is not the 
case of anyone that service of telecommunication department 
is different from that of the Post & Telegraph 
department. Formerly, it was one and the same department 
and what is applicable to Post and Telegraph department is 
equally applicable to the Telecommunications department 
also. 

13. In Smt. KAUSALYA DEVI BQGRA & QRS. Vs, 
LAND ACQUISITION OFFICER. AURANGABAD 11984 
(2) SCC 324) at page 332 & 333. 

"The direction of the Appellate Court is certainly 
binding on the Court subordinate thereto. That 
apart in view of the provisions of Article 141 of the 
Constitution, all Courts in India are bound to follow 
the decisions of this Court. Judicial discipline re¬ 
quires and decorum known to law warrants that 


appeallate directions should be taken a binding and 
followed." 

In ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL EXCISE 
Vs, DUNLOP INDIA LTD. (1985 I SCC p 260) at page 268 
& 269, our Apex Court held; 

"It is needless to add that in India under Article 141 
of the Constitution the law declared by the Supreme 
Court shall be binding on all Courts within the terri¬ 
tory of India and under Article 144 all authorities, 
civil and judicial in the territory of India shall Act in 
aid of the Supreme Court.” 

In SPENCER CO. LTD. Vs. VISWADARSHAN DIS ¬ 
TRIBUTORS PVT. LTD.. (1995 I SCC 259) our Apex Court 
held; 

“The afore-narrated words, we think, are enough to 
assert the singular constitutional role of this Court, 
and correspondingly of the assisting role of all au¬ 
thorities, civil or judicial in the territory of India, 
towards it, who are mandated by the Constitution to 
Act in aid of this Court.” 

From these three decisions of our Apex Court it is clear 
that this tribunal has to follow the decision of the Supreme 
Court. Therefore, on the reasons stated by the various peti¬ 
tioners herein the decision of the Supreme Court binds this 
Tribunal. 

14. Article 141 of the Constitution of India says; 

“The law declared by the Supreme Court shall be 
binding on all Courts within the territory of India.” 

So, Article 141 of the Constitution of India further 
strengthens the contentions of the respondent departments 
that the above ruling of the Supreme Court is binding on this 
Tribunal. 

15. An amendment to bring new provision for clause 
(1) and Section 9C and Sec, 33 was introduced by the Act 46 
of 1982 and notification bringing into force of the said amend¬ 
ment is still awaited. In DES RAJ V s. STATE QF PUNJAB 
(1988 II LLJ P 149) at page 162 our Apex Court held; 

“We have not been able together as to why even six 
years after the amendment has been brought the 
definition of the Industry in section (J) of the Act 
the same has been brought to force, This Court on 
more than one occasion has indicated that the posi¬ 
tion should be clarified by an appropriate amend¬ 
ment and when keeping in view the opinion of this 
Court, the law was sought to be amended, it is ap¬ 
propriate that the same should be brought into force, 
as such or with such further alterations as may be 
considered necessary, and the legislative view of the 
matter is made known and the confusion in the field 
is cleared up." 

“We make it clear that in the event of the definition 
of ‘industry’ being changed either by enforcement 
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of the new definition of industry or by an other 
legislative change, it would always be open to the 
aggrieved Irrigation department to raise the issue 
again and the present decision should not stand in 
the way of such attempt in view of the altered situa¬ 
tion.” 

However, the amendment of Sec. 2 (j) has not come into 
force. 

16. The petitioners have submitted a ruling in CHIEF 
CONSERVATOR OF FORESTS Vs. JAGANNATH 
MARUTHI KONPHARE (1996 I LLJ P 1223) wherein on 
6-12-95 our Supreme Court held that the forest department is 
an industry. We are not dealing with Forest Department in 
the instant case. In the said case a scheme known as 
Pachgaon Parwati Scheme “primarily intended to fulfil bio- 
asthetic, recreational and educational aspirations of the people 
which will have inestimable in direct benefit of producing 
enlightened generation of conservationists of nature inclu¬ 
sive of forests and wild life for the future.” 

The Supreme Court held that the work undertaken by 
the forest department cannot be regarded as a part of the sov¬ 
ereign function of the State and so it was open to the respon¬ 
dent to invoke the provisions of the said Act. The present 
decision in Sub-Divisional Inspector of Post. Vaikkam. Vs. 
Thevvam Joseph (1996 II LLJ P 230) was'rendered by the 
Supreme Court, on 2-2-93, but in respect of different 
department. Since the above decision is not in respect of 
the Post, Telegraph and Telecommunication departments, the 
same cannot be taken into consideration. 

17. The decision of the Central Administrative Tribu¬ 
nal in Padmavalli's case in full bench judgement of the Tri¬ 
bunal Vol. II, page 334 cannot go against the decision of the 
Supreme Court. The present decision of our Apex Court is 
binding on the Administrative Tribunal also. Though the 
International Labour Organisation in recommendation no. 119 
para 4 has given the said right to the worker, the same has not 
been taken away by the present decision. If not before the 
Industrial Tribunal or the Labour Court the worker can have 
his say before some other forum. The other reason that 
Postal, Telegraph and Telephone workers cannot have the 
benefit of Sec. 11A of the Act, is also not a point relevant for 
our consideration. The Industrial workers alone are eligible 
to have the benefit of Sec. 11 A, When once the employees 
of the Posts, Telegraphs and Telephone departments are taken 
as not “workman” within the meaning of I.D. Act, they can¬ 
not have such benefits. The further argument of the peti¬ 
tioners that if Postal, Telegraph and Telephone departments 
are to be excluded from the purview of the Industrial dis¬ 
putes Act, 1947 then no institution run by the Government 
can be held to an industry is a far reaching one and we need 
not offer any opinion. 

18. From the foregoing discussion, it is clear that rul¬ 
ing of the Supreme Court in SUB DIVISIONAL INSPEC¬ 
TOR OF POSTS, VAIKKAM Vs. THEYYAM JOSEPH 


(1996 II LLJ P 230) is binding on this Tribunal. Therefore, 
this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to decide the above indus¬ 
trial disputes pertaining to Posts, Telegraph and Telecom¬ 
munications departments. 

19. As this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to decide the 
various disputes raised against the Posts, Telegraph and Tele¬ 
communications department, since the disputes have been 
referred to this Tribunal for adjudication, the same cannot be 
returned and so all these disputes have to be dismissed by 
dtis Tribunal for want of jurisdiction. 

In the result, award is passed dismissing the I.D. Nos. 
53/92, I.D. 59/92, I.D. 12/93, I D. 13/93, I.D. 17/93, I.D. 6/ 

94, I.D. 145/94, I.D. 146/94, I.D. 162/94, I.D. 199/94, I.D. 
200/94, I.D. 212/94, I.D. 213/94, I.D. 214/94, I.D. 215/94, 
I.D. 216/94, I.D. 1/95, I.D. 8/95, I.D. 9/95, I.D. 15/95, I.D. 
29/95, I.D. 28/95, I.D. 45/95, I.D. 48/95, I.D. 49/95,1.D.60/ 

95, I D 62/95, I.D. 66/95, I.D. 71/95,1 D. 1/96, I.D. 161/94, 
I.D. 163/94, I.D. 70/95, I.D. 6/96, I.D. 9/96, I.D. 22/96, I.D. 
34/96, I.D. 49/96, I.D. 50/96, I.D. 59/96, I.D. 73/96 I.D. 74/ 

96, I.D. 75/96, I.D. 76/96, I.D. 77/96, I.D. 78/96, I.D. 79/96, 
I.D. 80/96, I.D. 81/96, I.D 82/96 and I.D. 83/96 as not main¬ 
tainable before this Tribunal. No costs. 

Dated, this the 30th day of December, 1996. 

S. THANGARAJ, Industrial Tribunal 
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MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, (he 2nd May, 1997 

S.0.1333:—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 5 of the Mines Acl, 1952 (35 of 1952) 
the Central Government hereby appoints Shri Bhageshwar 
Naik Dhori as Inspector of Mines Sub-ordinate to the Chief 
Inspector of Mines, until further orders. 

[File No. A-12025/10/95-ISH. II] 

PANDEY AJAY BI1USHAN, Dy. Secy. 


Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press. Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-1 10054— 1997 



